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CURRENT TOPICS. 





THE STRINGENT PRovisrons of the Bills of Sale Act of last 
year are producing their natural result. In the week ending 
January 6 there were only 254 bills of sale registered in Kngland 
and Wales, as against 1,115 registered in the corresponding week 
of last year. 





THE FrIRsT Issue of the daily cause list for all the courts 
took place on Thursday, being the first day of Hilary Sittings, 
The bold type in which the headings are printed leaves nothing 
to be desired, but complaints reach us as to the form of the list 
from practitioners, who regard one broad sheet as of greater 
utility for enabling them to see at a glance, without turning over 
leaves, what causes are in the paper. 





On tHE soDGEs of the Court of Appeal taking their seats on 
Thursday for the first time in the Royal Courts of Justice, 
the Master of the Roils, addressing the bar, intimated that 
any defect in the arrangements to which attention might be called 
would be speedily rectified. We publish elsewhere a series of 
reports as to the state of the courts on the first day, from which 
it will be seen that a good deal of room for improvement exists. 








AccorDING to one of the regulations issued on Wednesday 
it anticipation of the opening of the Royal Courts for legal 
business, during the sittings of the courts, the Central Hall, the 
courts corridor, and the body of each court were only to be open 
to “ persons connected with the proceedings.” On Thursday, how- 
ever, it was tolerably clear that the regulation was not—probably 
could not be—enforced. The body of every court which was in 
use was most inconveniently crowded, while the galleries were 
comparatively empty. Great inconvenience was experienced by 
persons “ connected with the proceedings ” in obtaining admission 
to, and exit from, the courts. Outside the courts the corridors 
were thronged with people, many of them mere sightseers. If 
this state of things is to continue, it will be a matter of great 
difficulty for the profession to transact business when nineteen 
courts are sitting. instead of only seven as on Thursday. 





Ir Wilt BE REMEMBERED that a large number of statutes (¢.7., 
the County Court Act, 1850 (13 & 14 Vict. c. 61), s. 14, which 
allows an appeal from a county court “ to any of the superior courts 
of common law at Westminster”’) give jurisdiction to the courts 
of law in their former local situation. It may be well to point 
out that the Courts of Justice Building Act, 1865 (28 & 29 Vict. 
¢. 48), by section 18, removes any ground of objection which might 
be raised to the exercise of such jurisdiction in the Royal Courts 
by the express enactment that “all statutes, charters, and other 
Instruments wherein Westminster is described or referred to as 
being the locality ” of the superior courts of law or equity, “shall 
be construed as if the site provided by the Courts of Justice Con- 
centration (Sites) Act, 1865 (28 & 29 Vict. c. 49), had been 
described or referred to in the said statutes, charters, and other 
mstruments as the locality of the said courts instead of West- 
minster.” The application of this enactment to the Supreme 
Court is provided for, though not expressly, by section 76 of the 
J udicature Act, 1873, which enacts that all Acts of Parliament 
relating to the former courts are to be read as applying to the 
Courts constituted by that Act. 


IN CONNECTION with the recent terrible collision off Liverpool, 
it may be well to recall the fact that an Act of Parliament was 
passed in 1874 with the express object, as indicated by the title, 
of ‘‘ making regulations for preventing collisions in the sea 
channels leading to the River Mersey.” This statute (37 & 38 
Vict. ec. 52) enacts that “any general regulations for preventing 
collisions at sea, for the time being in force under the Merchant 
Shipping Acts, shall be construed as if” certain regulations speci- 
fied in the Act ‘‘ were added thereto.” The tions in oe 
tion are two in number, and enact (1) that steamships “ 
wherever it is safe and practicable, keep to that side of the fair- 
way or mid-channel which lies on the starboard side”; and (2) 
that every ship at anchor shall carry “the single white light” 
prescribed by the general regulations “at a height not exceeding 
twenty feet above the hull, suspended from the forestay, or other- 
wise near the bow of the ship where it can best be seen; and, in 
addition to the said light, all ships having two or more masts 
shall exhibit another similar white light at double the height of 
the bow light, at the main or mizen peak, or the boom i 
lift, or other position near the stern where it can best be seen.” 
These general regulations, it was held in The Downshire 
(27 W. R. 648, L. R. 4 P. D. 26), must be read with the Act. 





THE GENERAL List of appeals and causes for Hilary Sittings, 
1883, for the Court of Appeal and for all the divisions of the 
High Court, forms a considerable volume of fifty-two folio pages. 
It was issued in its present form for the first time on Thursday 
last, and contains an aggregate of 2,039 causes. In the Appeal 
Court there are 96 appeals from the Chancery Division, 108 from 
the Queen’s Bench Division, 14 from the Probate, Divorce, and 
Admiralty Division, and 13 from the Court of Bankruptcy, 
making in all 231 appeals. At the commencement of last sitti 
there were 186 appeals in the list, and-a year ago there were anly 
155. Inthe Chancery Division there are 131 causes and adjourned 
summonses before Vice-Chancellor Bacon ; 145 before Mr. Justiee 
Fry; 160 before Mr. Justice Kay; 270 before Mr. Justice 
Curtty ; and 100 causes before Mr. Justice Psarson ; making 
an aggregate of 806 causes and adjourned summonses before the 
five Chancery judges, as against 636 last sittings, and 624 a year 
ago. In comparing the present lists with those of last year it must, 
however, be borne in mind that adjourned summonses were not then 
put into the lists; the practice of pane or there which now 
prevails having only recently been established. The adjourned 
summonses in the present lists exceed 100 in number. In the 


Queen’s Bench Division there are in the new trial 14 
actions, and, in the special paper, 13, including those ing for 
judgment. There ere 36 opposed motions, 58 cases in the Crown 





paper, including those standing for judgment, 5 in the Revenue 
paper, 585 actions for trial with juries, and 66 for trial without 
| juries, making an aggregate of 777 actions in that division. In 
| the Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty Division there are 32 pro- 
| bate actions, 18 of which are for trial without a jury, 12 for trial 
' with a special jury, and 2 for trial withacommon jury. Thereare 
| 180 matrimonial causes, of which 67 are standing over by consent 
| or otherwise. Of the remaining 113 which stand for trial, 54 are 
| undefended and 49 are defended causes. Four are to be tried 
with special juries and 5 with common juries. The Admiralty 
causes number 13. 








A rnuMovR has been very generally current among the common 
law bar that the judges of the Queen’s Bench Division are, upon 
the removal of the courts to the new buildings, going to effect a 
change in the immemorial practice of Westminster Hall with 
regard to the use of the libraries attached to the courts. Here- 
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tofore the bar have always been allowed the use of the books for 
the purpose of citation during argument. Of course, if the 
at alteration of practice is to take place, every barrister must 

ring into court the authorities he may wish to cite. We cannot 
help thinking that, if the rumour be true, this is a very ungra- 
tious proceeding on the part of the judges, unless it be impera- 
tively called for by reasons of convenience in the interests of the 
administration of justice. Now, we cannot see how this can be 
the case. The predecessors of the present judges have managed 
under the old system to enunciate very good law. It is difficult 
to see why the present judges cannot manage to do so. It will 
be urged, we have no doubt, that the practice in the equity courts 
has been different; but we hardly think that that argument is 
conclusive. The arrangements of business on the equity side 
are different. Particular leaders practise in particular courts, and 
confine themselves to those courts. There is no great difficulty in 
such cases in making provision at the beginning of the day for 
the production of the authorities that may be required. On the 
common law side a man may have cases in various courts on the 
same day of the most various character. To be prepared at any 
moment with the necessary books for citation in any of these 
various cases that may happen to come on in the different courts 
would be a very difficult and onerous matter. Besides, the scope 
of common law is much more various and promiscuous than that 
of equity, and the range of authorities is consequently greater. 
The new practice, if carried out, will be somewhat hard on young 
counsel whose library is not very extensive. It is said that the 
Inns of Court are about to make some provision for a bar library 
in the new courts, but we do not suppose that this can supply 
the place of the old practice, for it will probably not be part of 
the scheme for the use of such library that the bar may remove 
the books for the purpose of citation in court. 





Tue Decision of the House of Lords in the recent case of The 
Oak Bank Oil Company y. Crum (Weekly Notes, December 23, 
1882) has caused some surprise in legal circles. The case came 
on upon appeal from the First Division of the Court of Ses- 
sion in Scotland, and the facts were shortly these. The capital of 
the company was divided into 60,000 shares of £1 each, of which 
40,000 shares were fully paid up, and 20,000 shares were paid to 
the extent of five shillings per share. The 71st clause in the 
atticles of association of the company was as follows :—“ The 
directors may, with the sanction of the company in general 
meeting, declare a dividend to be paid to the members in pro- 
portion to their shares.” The interpretation clause provided that 
“ capital” should mean “‘the capital, for the time being, of the 
company” and “shares,” “the shares into which the capital is 
divided.” Under the 71st clause, the respondent, who held £1 
shares, on which only five shillings were paid, contended 
that no regard should be paid to the amount paid up, and that 
all the shareholders of the company were entitled, under the 
present regulations of the company, to participate equally in 
dividend. The company maintained that the payment of dividend 
to the shareholders should be in ion to the amount paid 
up on each share. The First Division gave judgment in favour of 
the respondent (9 Ct. Sess. Cas., 4th series, 198), and the 
appeal was dismissed by the House of Lords. The terms of the 
article in question are the same as those of the 72nd clause of 
Table A. im the schedule to the Companies Act, 1862, and the 

case is the first decision on the effect of that r tion. 

It is obvious that when clause 72 was framed the possibility that 
some shares might be paid up to a greater amount than others 
1 aha ra aban elo Bee until section 24 of 
Companies 1867, was passed that ual ments 

on shares, and payment of dividend in enpection'¢ to as ane 
paid up were authorized. ‘There is considerable force, however, in 
the argument that, where the capital of a company consists partly 
of shares fully paid up and partly of shares not fully paid up, the 
company is to trade make profits by means of the 


liability of the holders of shares not fully paid up, and that, con- 
sequently, such shareholders are, in consideration of their liability, 
entitled to receive dividend in the same proportion as the holders 


argument adopted by the successful respondent, and if that argu- 
ment continues to prevail, the value of credit will more closely 


an appeal from Scotland, and on a future occasion, when the 
litigants are Englishmen and have fought their way through the 
Court of Appeal, it will be interesting to see if the House of 
Lords will adhere to their present decision. 





THE PRINCIPLEs upon which the restitution of stolen property 
have been provided for in our law are twofold—first, that such 
restitution must depend upon a conviction, and, secondly, thata 
conviction being obtained, such restitution must be absolute. This 
sufficiently appears by a reference to 24 & 25 Vict. c. 96, s. 100, 
which provides generally for the restitution of chattels stolen, 
embezzled, or converted. The only exception to an absolute 
return of property so misappropriated, provided for by this sec- 
tion, is in the case of negotiable instruments transferred bond fide 
for value. But, since this Act was passed, it has been enacted by 
35 & 36 Vict. c. 93, s. 30, that, in the case of chattels pawned, 
the court may order the pawnbroker to be paid either a part or 
the whole of the sum which he has advanced on their security. 
And by 30 & 31 Vict. c. 35, s. 9, it has been further enacted that, 
where property which is ordered to be restored is in the possession 
of an innocent purchaser, such purchaser may be repaid out of 
any moneys taken from the prisoner on his apprehension. As far, 
then, as regards the restitution of property in the case of a con- 
viction, there seems to be little to complain of. But, in many 
eases, the prosecutor fails to obtain a conviction, and then 
the court has no authority to order restitution. There are 
cases, however, where, in spite of an acquittal, it would seem 
reasonable that such an order should be made—namely, in 
cases where a prosecution has been instituted and carried 
through, and the chattels, the subject of the charge are 
clearly identified as belonging to the prosecutor, and have not 
passed out of the prisoner’s possession. In the case of BR. v. Duke, 
tried at the last Dorset Quarter Sessions, the prisoner was charged 
with stealing a pair of sheets, which were found in his possession. 
As to the identity of the sheets there was no manner of doubt, but 
the jury were not quite satisfied with the evidence astothe prisoner's 
guilt, and acquitted him. Why, in such a case, should not the 
court have power to order restitution of the property? If, 
as in the case of relief to pawnbrckers already mentioned, such 
right of ordering restitution were left, in cases such as we have 
mentioned, to the discretion of the court, there is little reason to 
suppose that it would be abused. 





Tue case of In re Quartz Hill Company, Ex parte Young 
(31 W. R. 173), raised an important question of practice as to 
the right to cross-examine a deponent upon an affidavit which has 
been withdrawn. A shareholder in the company having taken 
proceedings for the removal of his name from the register, the 
affidavit of a person named Roebuck was filed in opposition to 
the application. Roebuck was afterwards ordered to attend an 
examination before a special examiner, whereupon the company 
withdrew his affidavit, and their counsel objected before the 
examiner that he was not now liable to cross-examination. On the 
matter being referred to the court, Mr. Justice Kay ordered Roe- 
buck to attend before the special examiner for cross-examination. 
On appeal against this order it was contended that, since the 
company had elected not to use the affidavit, the deponent was no 
longer liable to be cross-examined, and it was suggested that in 
15 & 16 Vict. c. 86, s. 40, the word “party” referred only 
to the actual purties to the proceedings, sal not to a third person 
who might happen to be a witness, “Ihe court, however, 
affirmed the order of Kay, J., and expressed their approval of the 
decision of Woon, V.C., in Olarke v. Law (4 W.R. 35, 2 K. & J. 
28). They laid it down as a well-settled practice for thirty years 
that, although a party need not use his evidence, he can no more 
withdraw an affidavit which he has filed than he can withdraw 
from the box, in order to escape cross-examination, a witness who 
has been duly sworn. Lord Justice Brerr observed that 00 





of fully paid-up shares. This seems tw have been the line of 
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view to obtain an advantage, and then withdraw it if he finds it 
turning out to his own disadvantage. It is worthy of notice that 
the Court of Appeal had, not long before, laid down a different 
rule with reference to affidavits in bankruptcy, for in Zz parte 
Child, In re Ottaway (30 W. R. 282, L. R. 20 Ch. D. 126), it 
was held that the party on whose behalf an affidavit has been filed 
cannot be compelled to read it; and that, unless he does so, the 
opposite party cannot cross-examine the deponent, but may only 
examine him as his own witness. 





Tae Law Reports, in the January number, have introduced a 
new feature, in an account of the opening of the Royal Courts of 
Justice. Considering that this “authorized” narrative appears, 
with the usual deliberation of the Law Reports, a month after 
the event, one might at least expect it to be accurate. We find 
it stated, however, that “ the Queen then declared the building 
open.” As a matter of fact, the QuezNn did no such thing. 
The Home Secretary, “ by command of her Majesty,” declared 
the building open. Is it possible that the “ authorities” who edit 
the Law Reports never see a daily paper ? 





A uopzt of the memorial statue of the late Mr. Street, R.A., 
has been temporarily placed in the corridor of the Royal Courts 
of Justice, close to the North Balcony of the Central Hall. 








CORONERS’ INQUESTS. 


We took occasion some time ago, in reference to an inquest 
which excited considerable attention at the time, to make some 
observations with regard to the scope of inquiries before 
coroners. The remarks which we then made appear to be again 
very forcibly illustrated by the inquiry with regard to a recent 
ease of suicide, known as the > at tragedy. We take it 
that the true question into which it is the function of the 
coroner’s tribunal to inquire is the cause of death, and 
undoubtedly it would appear that originally the prevention and 
detection of homicide was the primary object of the inquiry. 
The inquiry, as it exists at the present day, is undoubtedly use- 
ful for other purposes than those of the criminal law. The 
facts elicited at coroners’ inquests have, no doubt, a bearing on 
the prevention of deaths arising from other causes than homicide. 
But, at the same time, the ill-defined scope of the inquiry, as it is 
now carried out, seems to us to be the cause of considerable mis- 
chief and difficulty. The case at Hounslow is a most striking 
instance of what we mean. We desire to say nothing with 
regard to the merits of that case, so far as it muy involve matter 
in dispute, but there seems to be no harm in dealing with the 
undisputed facts, and,! ooking to those alone, it appears to have 
been established at the outset, beyond all question, that the cause 
of death was suicide, and that there is no ground for suggestion 
that the death took place under circumstances casting any sus- 
Picion of homicide upon any one. But the difficulty is that in 
an inquiry of this sort all manner of collateral issues spring up. 

e@ coroner is Jaunched into an inquiry which more or 
less involves the subject-matters of a ch of indecent 
assault, an action for false representation and libel, a charge of 
conspiracy, and, generally, an inquiry into the whole history of 
the relations between two ers; all these matters coming 
i question, only incidentally, without any definite issue being 
formulated, and having no real bearing on the legal object of the 
inquiry, On the other hand, it might be urged that it would be 
most unjust to the parties whose nated is involved that the 
case should be allowed to stand where it did without going into 
these matters. ‘The result ap to us to be a choice of evils. 
On the one side is involved a long, rambling, scrambling inquiry 
into all kinds of transactions bearing upon no defined legal issue 
and roe pr with the possibility of the gravest prejudice to 
individual character; on the other hand, there is no doubt the 
evil that otherwise charges made against persons concerned must 
remain without the opportunity of an answer. 


of the coroner’s functions, as now exercised, crops up in another 
form in relation to the choice of the coroner, and the practice 
with regard to such choice again re-acts on the matter we have 
been discussing. There is no doubt that medical and highly 
scientific matters are often involved in the inquiries before coroners, 
and on the strength of this the medical profession always most 
confidently and dogmatically claim that the office can satis- 
factorily be filled by a medical man. On the other hand, it does 
not seem to us that sufficient weight is given to considerations of 
an opposite character arising from the tendency of these inquiries 
to expand themselves into questions involving the character of 
individuals, and the bearings, legal and moral, of transactions 
having relation to the ordinary affairs of life and not to science. 
Can any one doubt the superiority in general of a shrewd solicitor 
in handling an inquiry of this sort to a medical man? Of course, 
we do not deny that, in individual cases, some medical men may, 
even in respect of the sort of matters we have in view, 
superior to some lawyers, but what we say is that, having regard 
to the nature of their respective training and experience, on the 
average, the lawyer is much more likely to give satisfaction in the 
practical handling of such an inquiry than a medical man. 
very important consideration is, that a medical man is 

without knowledge of the rules of evidence, and is very 
the mercy of irrepressible professional gentlemen who 
before him. We do not advocate the strictest application 
laws of evidence to the coroner’s inquiry, but, as at present con- 
ducted, there seems very often on such inquiries to be little or no 
restriction at all, Any hearsay and general statements of the 
loosest description appear to be admitted. The truth is, thata 
legal training is of the highest value in the conduct of all inquiries 
involving the testimony of witnesses. 

A question to which we drew attention in connection with a 
previous inquiry is suggested again in to the present case. 
It is not generally likely that a jury will sit for days hearing evid- 
ence to which their verdict will have no application. The cause 
of death may be abundantly ascertained so far as the direct pur- 
pose for which the inquiry is held is concerned, but the inquiry is 
continued with relation to allegations involymg moral blame on 
other persons in connection with the death. The result must be, and 
is, that in many cases the jury accompany their verdict with censure 
of such persons. Naturally enough they would say, “ Why have 
we gone into all these matters, if we are not to express our opini 
upon them?” Their expressions of opinion appear to us to be 
anomalous; they are not made in virtue of any function legally 
intrusted to the jury; they are not the results of inquiries 
directed to the issues they involve, and the inquiry, so far as 
issues are concerned, may, therefore, be very imperfect and 
unsatisfactory ; the expressions of opinion by the jury may, there- 
fore, sometimes entail the gravest injustice, and is no 
against them. 

It is not easy to suggest any definite remedy for the difficulties 
we have discussed in relation to inquests before coroners; but we 
are disposed to think that the institution of the coroner’s inquest 
requires overhauling and modification. It appears to us doubtful 
whether the application of the jury system to the coroner’s tribunal 
ought not to be abolished. One great function of the coroner is, 
no doubt, to ventilate, so to speak, the subject of the cause of 
death, but the direct cause of his existence is to see whether there 
is a ground for criminal proceedin: 

jury is necessary for either purpose. A magistrate is intrusted 
with the same functions without a jury, and the necessity for a 
verdict by a jury upon trial is a sufficient safeguard to the sub- 
ject. 
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Mr, Edwin Hawking, solicitor, whose business address was North-street, 
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ATTEMPTS TO COMMIT CRIMES. 


TE recent case of the man who was indicted for attempting to 
murder Mr. Justice Lawson in Dublin illustrates very forcibly one 
of the difficulties of criminal law. The case with regard to the 
attempt to murder failed, though the man was ultimately con- 
Me | of conspiracy to murder. It often is, and must be, a 
curious and lexing matter to determine the exact point at 
which a criminal intention becomes a criminal act ; in other words, 
when the attempt to carry avs the Fm ag intention begins. It 
is ys among laymen ing with such matters to 
pelltog:§ the subtleties of the 5 This, however, is not a difficulty 
created by the law ; it is inherent in the nature of things, It is, 
in many cases practically extremely difficult for the law to pro- 
ceed otherwise than by the use of general terms. It cannot 
exhaust all possible combinations of specific circumstances in 
which it may be deemed expedient that the stage of mere intent 
should be considered as passed and that of criminal action begun. 
But, on the other hand, the generalizations of human thought, as 


ressed by human langeage, are but approximations; they do 
pe pata By to any exactly : 


defined entities in rerwm naturd. 
In all departments of human knowledge and practice men are 
constantly misled, as well as assisted, by treating their mental classi- 
fications as exactly corresponding with realities. So the meaning 
of the word “attempt ” frequently presents difficulties. 

‘When may a man be said to attempt to do a thing? A series 
of actions may intervene between the final act and the conception 
of the intention. A man in Australia conceives the idea of 
killing a man known to him in London. He resolves to carry it 
into execution. He purchases a pistol in Australia. He travels 
to a port in that country. He takes eto London, Arrived 
in he takes a cab to an hotel in the neighbourhood of 
his intended victim’s residence, and so on, all with the intention 
of committing the murder. All these are acts done in pursuance 
of, and necessary to the performance of, the criminal intention. 
But it is pretty obvious to any one, even if unversed in the 
subtleties of law, that up to the point we have indicated 
there is as yet no attempt. But to proceed with the chain of 
acts—the man in question leaves his hotel armed with his loaded 
revolver, and waits in the street close to the door of the intended 
yictim. The victim comes out; the man steps close up to him; 
he places his hand on the pistol, and is endeavouring to draw it 
from his pocket for the purpose of firing at the victim, but a 
policeman close by, before be can draw the weapon, and, conse- 
quently, of course, before he has endeavoured to pull the trigger, 
ete wos the process of crime is arrested. This state of 
facts roughly corresponds to the facts in the case which suggests 
these remarks, so far as we understand them, apart from the 
question of conspiracy. Is there, in the case we have supposed, 
an attempt at murder ? 

There is, at first sight, apparently some amount of absurdity 
involved in the conclusion that there is no attempt, but the ques- 
tion is not as easy as to an off-hand inquirer it seems to be. So 
far as the particular case which has suggested these remarks was 
concerned, the indictment was, it would seem, framed under the 

ial statutory provision with regard to attempts to murder, and 

the question involved was not the mere question of 
constitutes an attempt at common law. In the case of 
murder, and some other matters, the law has endeavoured to do 
than generalize, and to some extent has defined specific acts 
with intent to murder as constituting a statutory felony. 
result does not appear to us very fortunate, as illustrated by 
case in question. There is a special statutory enactment against 
the offence of attempting, by drawing a trigger, or in any other 
manner, to discharge any kind of loaded arms at any person with 
intent to commit murder. ‘The terms of such an enactment 
raise, as it seems to us,a quite different question 
from the bare question where the attempt to commit a criminal 
act commences. The Act requires an attempt by drawing the 
trigger or in any other manner to discharge, and the words “ in 
any other manner” must point, on the ejusdem generis principle, 
to a stage in the process equivalent to drawing the trigger, as by 
application of a match, or such like. If the words had merely 
been “ attempt to discharge,” it might be a question whether an 
effort to draw the weapon for the purpose of discharging it by 


FREEEE 


: 


drawing the trigger would not have sufficed. But the limitation 
of the words “attempt to discharge,” by the added words, “by 
drawing the trigger or in any other manner,” alter the effect. 

But, returning to the general question, apart from the terms of 
these special enactments, some difficulty must necessarily occur in 
drawing the line that separates mere wicked intention from 
criminal action. It is, as it seems to us, tolerably obvious that 
so long as the process has not reached that stage at which an 
intention to immediately commit the act may be presumed, it is 
impossible to consider an attempt to have been made. So, for 
instance, a man, as in the case we have given, may be travelling 
from Australia to London for the very purpose of committing a 
murder; but even assuming that this could be proved (and it is 
hardly necessary to point out the difficulties that would arise in 
the way of proof if such remote acts were themselves made 
criminal), still the law could not assume that the criminal intent 
would have been persevered in to the final result. Again, of 
course, there may be an intention immediately to commit the act 
without an attempt. For at the instant of time at which the man 
wills to do the act immediately antecedent to the fatal result, his 
hand may be arrested. 

We do not know how an attempt could be better defined than 

as consisting of action indicative of an intention immediately to 
commit the act which, if committed, would be criminal. That is 
to say, if a man has begun the action or set of actions immediately 
antecedent to the result which constitutes the complete offence, he 
is guilty of an attempt. The difficulty of our definition of course 
lies in the word “ immediately,” which, strictly speaking, indicates 
the absence of any medium between a consequent and antecedent, 
but popularly indicates a measure of time. But legal definitions 
cannot really be scientifically exact. You cannot go any nearer | 
than you can go. We doubt whether, in the interests of the 
community, the legal definition of an attempt ought to be confined 
to acts absolutely proximate to the criminal result. But the 
degree of nearness cannot be indicated precisely by a definition. 
It must be determined according to the circumstances of each 
case, 
As we have said before, we believe the subject to be a more 
difficult one than might at first be supposed, but we fear that, 
even allowing for this difficulty, the law on the subject is not 
altogether well-defined or satisfactory. Suppose, for instance, that 
a@ person intending to commit murder had gone a step further than 
the assailant of Mr. Justice Lawson, and had actually drawn the 
pistol, and, with his finger on the trigger, was taking aim with the 
intention of presently firing, but from the position of the person 
whom he intended to shoot, or from such person being on horse- 
back or in rapid motion, was unable to take satisfactory aim, and 
so did not draw the trigger, but was seized before he could com- 
plete his design, Would there in such case be an attempt, and 
would the enactment with regard to attempting, by drawing a 
trigger or otherwise, to discharge arms with intent to murder, 
apply? It would appear, on the contrary, from the decisions, 
that an actual drawing of a trigger or analogous act is necessary, 
and it seems to have been actually held that when the prisoner 
put his finger on the trigger, but another catching his hand pre- 
vented his drawing it, the statutory offence was not completed 
(Reg. v. George, 9 C. & P. 489), On the other hand, wheres 
person knelt down by a stack and struck a match intending 
to set fire to the stack, but becoming aware that he was 
observed, blew it out again, it was held that there was evidence of 
an attempt to fire the stack (R. v. Taylor, 1 F. & F. 5). 

The touchstone of all law is expediency ; in other words, in the 
ease of criminal law, its effectiveness for the protection of the 
community. Admitting that it would not be just or expedient 
fix a man with criminal responsibility in respect of acts which, 
though done in furtherance of a criminal design, are yet remote 
from the immediate performance of such dgsign, it seems to us ex- 
pedient in the interests of the community that acts indicative of 
an intention to immediately commit the crime should be punish- 
able as attempts to commit such crime. It is not in the interest 
of the community, as it seems to us, that the law should find a 
locus panitentia in the interval that elapses between taking aim 
and dew! the trigger. Conceivably a man might repent ™ 
that interval, but we do not think he can (taking ordinary 





perience of human motive into consideration) complain of its 
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— against him that he would have drawn the trigger if not 
revented. 

Of course, with regard to very heinous offences the punishment 
of the common law misdemeanor of an attempt to commit the 
felony in question is inadequate, and special provision ought to be 

‘made, but we doubt whether such provisions ought not to be 
framed in well-considered general terms, and not with reference 
to such concrete details as drawing triggers. Ifa man draws a 
trigger the loaded weapon generally goes off. It seems to us 
that something short of this ought to be treated as an attempt at 
murder inyolying heavy penalties. 








USUAL PROVISIONS IN LEASES. 
Il. 


CoNTINUING our examination of the provisions of leases, we come | P 


next to the 

Reddendum.—There can be little doubt that the reservation of 
additional rent for every acre of old pasture land ploughed up 
should be inserted in leases of farms made under a general agree- 
ment for a lease, or under an agreement for a lease with “ usual 
provisions.” The clause is almost invariably inserted in agri- 
cultural leases, and as it only enforces the tenant’s common law 
duty to abstain from committing waste, it does not seem to con- 
tradict or qualify the estate granted by the lease. - In other 
respects, the provisions of the reddendum are likely to be clearly 
ascertained in every agreement for a lease. 

Covenants—Rent.—The covenant to pay rent has always been 
deemed a usual covenant. Lord Mansfield, in Taylor v. Horde 
(1 Burr. 125), seems to have thought that this covenant was 
essential in a lease made under a power to lease ‘at the best 
rent,” whic ent as to the cov e contained in 
the Teases. ** There~was,” he said, “no covenant for payment. 
Under a mere reservation, it could no payable until entry ; 
and, therefore, might never be payable durmg the term. As to 
the remedy, there being 10-coveusat-to » the lease 
might be assigned to a succession of b .’ Both Mr. 
Davidson (Prec., vol. 5, pt. 1, p. 53) and Mr. Sweet (Jarm. 
Bythewood, vol. 4, p. 308) agree that this covenant must be 
inserted in a lease made under a general agreement for a lease. 

It seems that a proviso for suspending rent in case of destruc- 
tion of the premises by fire or tempest is not a usual proviso. In 
Doe vy. Sandham (1 T. R. 705) a lease was made by a tenant for 
life under a power to lease which provided that in every such 
lease “ there be contained usual and reasonable covenants.” The 
tenant for life granted a lease containing a covenant that, in case 
the premises were blown or burned down, the lessor should 
rebuild, and, if he did not, the rent should cease. The jury 
found that this was ‘‘an unusual and unheard of provision,” and 
the court held that the lease was void. 

Taxes.—A covenant to pay taxes, except such taxes as are 
expressly charged by the Legislature on the landlord, is usual. 
In a lease made under an agreement for a lease, at a “net annual 
rent” and to contain “ common and usual covenants,” a covenant by 
the tenant to pay “land tax, sewers’ rates, and all taxes” is a 
“common and usual covenant,” for, as Lord Tenterden said in 
Bennett v. Womack (7 B. & C., at p. 628), “ when opey stipu- 
lates to receive a net rent, that means a rent clear of all deductions 
to which it would otherwise be liable ; the covenant to pay land 
tax and sewers’ rate must, therefore, be a usual covenant in a lease 
reserving a certain net rent.” But a covenant by the tenant 
to pay all taxes is not a usual covenant in a lease 
made under an ment which does not stipulate for a net rent ; 
hence the lessee is entitled to require the insertion in the covenant 
as to payment of taxes of an exception of landlord’s property tax, 
land tax, sewers’ rate, and one-half the cattle plague rate (32 & 
33 Vict. c. 70, s. 89). It would seem also P aie as tithe rent- 
charge, although not a personal charge on either landlord or 
tenant, may, if paid by the tenant, be deducted from his rent, 
this tax should also be excepted from the covenant to pay taxes. 

: ir.—-A covenant to keep and deliver up premises in repair 
1s said in all the books to be a usual covenant (5 Davidson, 53 ; 








2 Prideaux, 7; 4 Jarm. Bythewood, 308), and has been held to be so 
(Sharp v. Milligan, 23 Beav., at p. 422); and as it does not seem to 
do more than carry out the common law obligation as to repairs 
of the lessee for a term of years, there can be no doubt that it 
would be inserted in a lease made under a agreement. 
But it would seem that no addition can be made to the ordi- 
nary terms of this covenant. or instance, the lessee cannot 
be required to covenant that he will rebuild and repair 
(Doe v. Withers, B. & Ad., at p. 903). And, on the other 
hand, the lessee cannot insist on inserting in the covenant 
an exception of damage by fire or tempest. It is to be 
observed that in Doe v. (1 T. R., at p. 707), the 
jury appear to have found that a covenant to keep the pre- 
mises in tenantable repair (accidents by fire or tempest excepted) 
was “a usual covenant on the of the lessee.” But in 
8 v. Milligan (No. 2) (23 Beay. 419) an agreement for a 
Scontpoentied teas the lease should cabs “all usual and neces- 
sary covenants and provisoes, and particularly the ing on the 
art of the lessees—namely . to keep the mill and build- 
ings in good and tenantable repair and condition . . . andso 
leave the same (reasonable wear thereof excepted).” The lessees 
proposed to introduce in the lease made under this the 
words, “damage by fire or tempest only ex ” Romilly, 
M.R., refused to insert the exception. He said, “It is not dis- 
puted that the lease must contain a covenant to repair, and that it 
is an ordinary covenant. It is, however, contended that it 

to exclude damages by fire or tempest. I am of opinion 
there is nothing in the agreement to justify the exception; it isan 
ordinary covenant to repair’’ (see also Kendall y. Hill, 6 Jur. 
N.S. 968). In Doe v. Bettison (12 East, 305) under a power to 
lease “so as such lease should contain such other ith 
covenants, and restrictions as were generally inserted according to 
the usage of the counties where the premises were,” it was held 
that a covenant by the lessee to repair, “ the lessor allowing rough 
wood for such repairs,’ might be inserted in the lease. 

It has been said that a covenant or provision enabling the 
lessor to enter to view the state of repair is usual (5 Davidson, p. 
51) ; and, according to Mr. Prideaux (vol. 2, p. 7) a covenant to 
do repairs on notice is also usual. This seems to be con- 
trary to the principle that no provision is to be inserted which 
contradicts or qualifies the estate granted by the lease, for, inde- 
pendently of express stipulation, the landlord has, of course, no right 
to set foot on the demised property during the lease. The foundation 
for the statement appears to be the decision of Wigram, V.C., in 
Blakesley v. Whieldon (1 Hare, 176). In that case it was held that in 
a contract for sale of minerals under a given quantity of surface at 
a certain price, payable by instalments, the times of pa’ it to be 
accelerated if more than a certain quantity of mi should be 
got, the vendor impliedly reserved the power of entering and 
inspecting the mines to ascertain the quantity of minerals from 
time to time gotten. “The contract,” said Wigram, V.C., “ with- 
out any express stipulation would carry, in gremio, the right 
entry, which was necessary to protect the interest of the 
vendor.” If it is essential to protect the interest of = 
that the right of entry to inspect the state of repairs i 
to him, ane the decision in Blakesley v. Whieldon seems to 
point, 
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“A Firm of Solicitors” write to eay : “* We have to-day issued in the cham- 
bersof Mr. Justice Chitty an ordinary ‘summons’ in a sait, whiob, 
as many of your readers are aware, is an interlocatory intended 
to be heard 48 hours after it Sod per ot digester ag ates ea 
whose court the action is attached, and very generally determined 
but, although the disoussion of the summons in question cannot more 
than a few minutes, the firet appointment which we evald ehtsin that 
@isoussion to take place was on the 6th of Febraary ! “ 


‘* A London Solicitor” writes to the Timer as follows:—“ The profession 
has now had a week's practical experience of the new 


abused p and will oaly remark what a fatal mistake it ie to seek to 
underpay a body of men intrasted with such enormous powers fer right or 
wrong.” 
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REVIEWS. 


ARBITRATORS. 


A Treatise on THE Power AnD Doty or AN ARBITRATOR AND THE 
Law or Supmissions anD AWARDS; WITH AN APPENDIX OF Forms, 
AND OF THE STATUTES RELATING TO ArpiTRaTION. By Francis 
Russert, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. Sixt Epirion, by the AvuTHoR 
and Hzrsert Russett, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons ; 
H. Sweet. 


The last edition of this book, published in 1878, was avowedly pre- 
pared on the system of retaining generally the statement of the old 
practice where not expressly altered, and the old forms where not abolished 
by the Judicature Acts. While fully admitting the difficulty of dealing 
with the effect of these Acts upon the different classes of arbitrations, 
before judicial decisions had cleared up the subject, it appeared to us 
that an attempt should have been made to cope with the difficulty. We 
are glad to find that in the present edition, the author has brought his 
book into harmony with ‘the existing practice. Thus the question we 
discussed a few weeks ago of the distinction between references under 
sections 56 and 57 of the Judicature Act, 1873, is very well dealt with in 
a new section of chapter 6, part 2. The cases are carefully collected and 
their effect is clearly and shortly given. The same may be said of this 
edition in general. We have found all the cases we have looked for cited 
in the proper places ; principles are well stated, and the arrangement of 
the book is excellent. The only fault we have to find is, perhaps, hardly 
a fault. The authors are very cautious in venturing beyond the tether 
of express decision or statute. For instance, we are told, on page 495, 
that ‘‘the remuneration (if any) to be paid to a special referee under the 
Judicature Acts is to be determined by the court.” This is, of course, 
perfectly correct, but then the special referee wants advice as to whether, 
under this provision, the practical course of retaining his award until his 
fees, as fixed by himself, are paid, is open to him. The valuable forms in 
the appendix, covering nearly 100 pages, have been increased by the addi- 
tion of several new forms. This edition may be commended to the pro- 
fession as comprehensive, accurate, and practical. 








CORRESPONDENCE. 


THE REMUNERATION ORDER. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—To the remarks on this subject, which you did me the honour of 
inserting in your last issue, I will, with your permission, add two or 
three more. 

If the operation of the principle adopted in Schedule I. as to sales 
operates unfairly in the case of auction sales, it is likely to act still more 
unfairly in the case of sales by private treaty. In my own practice, and, 
I should suppose, in the practice of most solicitors, these are decidedly 
more numerous than the others, and in most instances of these I shall 
very rarely, if ever, be entitled to charge the negotiating fee. When my 
client is the purchaser, he generally comes to me announcing that he has 
made the bargain without having previously asked any advice or assist- 
ance from me. When he is the seller, he may not improbably ask some 
= which I shall henceforth be privileged to give him 
gratis. 

The eminent persons who framed or sanctioned the provision we are 
considering probably regarded the public in the light of a modern 
Issachar; but the adjustment adopted with a view to his relief is not (as 
I humbly submit) that most consonant with justice, with the dignity of 
our profession, or even with the convenience of Issachar himself. By 
going outside his proper function, the solicitor may, in some, pethaps in 
many cases, get more than he lately got, and even more than he reason- 
ably ought to get; by carefully discharging his duty in it he will very 
often get less, and the man to whom it matters most, the oftenest. 
Indeed, among the objections to the scheme we may note this 
one, that it encourages the commercial side of our calling at the 
expense of the professional side—hardly the direction one would have 
expected reform to take. It may, or may not, create a species of legal 
mermen, but ite tendency is rather to depress than to clevate the tone of 
our 


profession. 

Nor can the solicitor, unless his practice be very special, give the client 
those facilities for finding a thing he pcre tone of what 
he wants to sell, which are now afforded by a well-established agent's office, 
whose very business is “touting,” and requires and maintains a not in- 
expensive » fashioned to those very ends. Most solicitors, I 
take it, and most laymen, I am certain, have experienced tne advantage 
of such and would find the mermen aforesaid but an 

and by no means innocuous, substitute for the same. 

That the framers of the scale were not wholly satisfied with it may be 
not unfairly surmised from the power of election given by the Order. 





——, 


A scale which could be accepted as a fair, all-round standard of pay 
ought to be compulsory. This right to elect I look upon as a conces. 
sion mainly to the. solicitors “of high standing” ; to the great majority 
of practitioners, conversant chiefly with small matters and small people, 
it will be practically a dead letter. 

The second schedule, which may be used by those who are in a position 
to elect, in “ scale” cases, and by the profession at large in other cases, 
would have been more satisfactory by far if it had recognized the prin- 
ciple of paying for value and not for length—a principle so often theore. 
tically advocated, but here again practically ignored, and if it had 
attempted to discriminate between “attendances” of a merely routine 
description, and such as imply the exercise of knowledge and thought. 
There might have been some difficulty in this task, but no insuperable 
difficulty, and the attempt would have given some practical application 
to the fine things we are always preaching to the young men. Here, 
again, it was for the council to offer suggestions ; we have not heard that 
it did so, and a singular opportunity has been thrown away. The eminent 
persons to whom I have more than once referred, and who, I doubt not, 
desire to be fair to our pockets, and not less to enhance the morale ot 
the profession in both its branches, would surely have given favourable 
consideration to suggestions in that sense had they emanated from that 
quarter. A Mippuesex Soticrror. 





[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—Will you, or some of your readers, be good enough tostate whether, 
under the scales of charges provided by Part IL. of the first schedule 
to the General Order, the lessor’s or vendor's solicitor is entitled to the 
prescribed percentage for the agreement (if any), and also to the same 
percentage for the lease or conveyance granted in pursuanee of the 
agreement, or whether the remuneration must be taken to cover the 
cost of both documents ? 8. 

January 10. 


[We discussed this question in the course of our articles on the 
Remuneration Order, at page 707 of the last volume. As regards 
leases, rule 2 (b) provides that, “in respect of leases and agreements for 
leases . . . completed, the remuneration of the solicitor having the 
conduct of the business, is to be that prescribed in Part II. of Schedule 
I.” Part II. of Schedule I. is headed, “Scale of charges as to leases or 
agreements for leases,” but it only provides for the case of “ lessor’s 
solicitor for preparing, settling, and completing lease and counter-part.” 
We are inclined to think that the fee thus expressly appropriated for the 
lease and counter-part cannot be held to cover the preparation, &c., both 
of the lease and also of the agreement for the lease. The provisions we 
have cited may, perhaps, be held to apply only to agreements for leases 
which are to operate as leases—e.y., agricultural agreements—and if so, 
oe 8} be followed by leases would seem to fall under Schedule 
Il.—Eb. S.J. 





THE TWO PROFESSIONAL CHARITIES. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.]} 

Sir,—In your issue of the 6th of January there appeared a letter 
advocating the amalgamation of the above societies. 

On the 7th of January, 1875, the directors of the Law Association 
resolved, ‘‘That it is not expedient to entertain the proposal of the 
Solicitors’ Benevolent Society, inasmuch as the principles and rules of 
that association are not consistent with, and are entirely different from. 
those of the Law Association;”’ and on the 28th of January, 1875, an 
extraordinary general court of the Law Association was held for the 
purpose of considering the expediency of an amalgamation, and it was 
decided by a large majority that it was not desirable to amalgamate, or 
(as some said) to confiscate the large sum raised solely for the widows and 
children of London solicitors, 

What would be said if one of our large London hospitals were to 
amalgamate with, and transfer its funds to, a Liverpool hospital P 

There were several influential members who attended the above special 
meeting who admitted that they came prepared tosupportthe amalgamation, 
but could not do so after hearing the reasons which were given against the 
scheme. With regard to the invested capital of each society, it must be 
borne in mind that the junior society has to provide for England and 
Wales (say 12,000), whereas the senior society is confined to London (say 
4,000). Therefore, until the junior society has an invested capital of 
£108,000 it cannot be said to be equal to the old society. As to the 
expenses, an amalgamation would not lessen them, but the receipts would 
be reduced by £420, as many solicitors are (like myself) members of 
both societies, and if there were only one society there would be only one 
guinea paid instead of three. X. Y. Z 

January 9, 





THE MARRIED WOMEN’S FROPERTY ACT. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 
Sir,—A question seems to arise under section 11 of the Married Women’s 
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Property Act, 1882, as to what trusts and provisions may be inserted in 
the policy and memorandum respectively. 

The section says that ‘‘the insured may, by the policy, or by any 
memorandum under his or her hand, appoint a trustee or trustees of the 
moneys payable under the policy, and from time to time appoint a new 
trustee or new trustees thereof, and may make provision for the appoint- 
ment of a new trustee or new trustees thereof, and for the investment of 
the moneys payable under any such policy.” 

Now, putting aside as practically unimportant the absurdity of per- 
mitting the insured “by the policy . . . from time to time to 
appoint a new trustee or new trustees ’—acts impracticable—why is it 
provided that the insured may, by a memorandum, make provision for 
the investment of the policy moneys? For, without the authority of the 
Act, may he not do this, and much more than this—in fact, draw the 
memorandum in the form of a regular settlement witb all desired trusts 
and provisions? One can understand the necessity of the section au- 
thorizing the clauses relating to trustees, in order that the insurance 
offices may, withuut risk, pay the moneys to trustees ; though it is not 
so easy to understand the form in which the enactment is put. For, why 
should not the offices be authorized to pay to trustees, instead of author- 
izing the appointment of trustees, who might be appointed without the 
authority of the Act? Ona cursory reading, one is misled into suppos- 
ing that provisions authorizing acts other than those which the section 
provides “may” be done are unlawful, as, for instance, provisions 
authorizing advancement and maintenance, whether in the policy ora 
memorandum. T. 

Burton-on-Trent, January 2. 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Contempt OF Court — NewsPaPEr — PUBLICATION OF AFFIDAVITs— 
PusLicaTIoN OF DEFENCE TO; Acrion.—In the case of Smith v. Harris, 
before Chitty, J., on the 11th inst., a motion was made to commit the editor 
and proprietor ef a newspaper called The Wine and Spirit News for con- 
tempt of court. It appeared that the respondent had published in his news- 
paper an article commenting on the affidavits filed by the plaintiff in the 
action, and stating what was likely to be the defence to the action. It was con- 
tended by the plaintiff that the article was both biassed and calculated to 
prejudice the plaintiff's case. Currry, J., said that the article complained of 
was not a report of proceedings in open court, and was also biassed. Its 
statements seemed to be directed to show that there was a good defence to the 
action, and even if the affidavits had been printed in extenso without comment, 
the respondent would, according to the old authorities, have rendered himself 
amenable to the penalties of contempt. The present case fell within the 
principle upon which the court acted, for although the defendant’s offence was 
not serious, yet the act complained of was one which was calculated to preju- 
dice the cause of justice. The order would be for an injunction restraining 
the publication of the article, and that the respondent pay the costs.— 
Soricrtors, Paddison, Son, ¢ Co. ; Bailie, Burgess, § Cosens, 








OBITUARY. 


SIR SAMUEL MARTIN, 


The Right Hon. Sir Samuel Martin, many years a baron of the Court of 
Exchequer, died at his rooms, 132, Piecadilly, on the 9th inst., in his eighty- 
second year, Sir S, Martin was the son of Mr. Samuel Martin, of Calmore, 
Londonderry, He was born in 1801, and was educated at Trinity College, 
Dublin, where he took the usual degrees. He practised for a few years asa 
special pleader, and was called to the bar at the Middle Temple in 1830, when 
he joined the Northern Circuit. He became a Queen’s Counsel in 1843, and 
soon obtained an important leading business, especially in commercial causes, 
both on circuit and in London. In 1847 he becamea candidate for the 
representation of the borough of Pontefract in the Liberal interest, 
when he was returned in conjonction with Lord Houghton. He steadily 
supported the Government of Lord John Russell, but his parliamentary career 
was a very short one. In November, 1850, Mr. Baron Rolfe became a Vice- 
Chancellor, aod Lord Truro conferred the vacant judgeship in the Court of 
Exchequer upon Mr. Martin, who then received the honour of knighthood. 
He satin the Court of Exchequer for over twenty-three years, and proved 
himself one of the most industrious and efficient judges who ever sat on the 
bench, His clearness of judgment was especially apparent when he was sitting 
at Nisi Prius; he saw at once the vital points in the case. He was universally 
esteemed by the bar for his kindness and geniality of ag spate which was 
concealed by a certain roughness of manner. Although his mental and bodily 
powers were unimpaired, he was compelled, by increasing deafness, to retire 
from the bench, and, on che 26th of January, 1874, he addressed his farewell 
to a crowded court, when he received an eloquent valedictory addreas from the 

resent Attorney-General, He was sworn « member of the Privy Council on 
retirement, but his deafness prevented him from taking any part in the 
business of the Judicial Committee. Sir S. Martin’s health bad for some time 
been pepe but little more than a year ago he was able to be tat the 
banquet given by the bar to his old colleague, Lord Bramwell, He wasa 
bepoher of the Middle Temple, and » magistrate and deputy-lieutgaant for 





the county of Londonderry. He was married to the eldest daughter of Lord 
Chief Baron Sir Frederick Pollock, but he became a widower in 1874. 
— one daughter, who is married to Mr. Edward Macnsghten, Q.C., 


The writer of an interesting notice of Baron Martin in the Times ssys :— 

“ As an advocate, he had borne in mind the golden rule not to perplex the 
jary with too many details, but to put his best point to them, and to put it 
strongly. Asa judge, he would likewise seek to reduce matters to a small 
compass. After a mass of contradictory evidence had been given and long 
be 

the 


B 


speeches had been made in a case which Mr. Baron Martin was 
summed up as follows :—‘ Gentlemen of the jary, you have 
evidence and the speeches of the learned counsel, if you 

woman in red you will find the prisoner guilty ; if you do not believe her, 
you will find him not guilty.’ The anecdote recal 
judge trained in commercial causes brought to the administration of criminal 
justice. The length of his charge was not a criterion of the anxiety with 
which he considered the cases he had to try. After pronouncing a 
sentence in court, he would sometimes: modify it in favour of the 
before signing the charge-sheet. Once when a sentence of death had 
pronounced by another jadge who went cirouit with him, Baron 


: 


fi 


persuaded his learned brother that the prisoner not to be , and 
settled with him a letter to that effect, which he caused to be out 
and dispatched to the Home Secretary before he would dine. His kindly 
nature sometimes overflowed in charity to those whose woes came before 
him in court. A wandering boy-fiddler had been robbed by gipsies 
and left tied to a tree. The scoundrels who had pillaged him 
were discovered and sentenced by Baron Martin. The learned judge 


i 
i 


made inquiries about the prosecutor, found he was alone in the 

influence to get him into a school, and regularly sent him a hamper while 
was there, The object of this wisely directed assistance now occupies 
respectable position in life. A miserable creature who had committed some 
trifling offence was brought before Baron Martin on circuit and sentenced 
three days’ imprisonment, which meant immediate release. Baron 
was struck by his wretched demeanonr, sent round to know whether 
any money, and, on hearing that he was penniless, made this 
he had just condemned, a present of £10. His — 
weakly indiscriminate. Once at Liverpool he had before 

committed some peculiarly atrocious crime. Baron‘Martin, in 
had worked himself up to such a fervour of honest indignati 
immediately returned their verdict of Guilty, he felt he 

bimself to give judgment calmly, 'so he turned to the prisoner 
* Would you like to have sentence to-night or to-morrow morning ?” 
vict, who had felt every word of the judge’s summing up like a 
lash, cowered in the box, and, hoping that the night would 
judge’s wrath, asked for a respite tonext morning, Next morning, 
having slept on the case, was cool and collected. ‘Put that man 
and the warder caused the prisoner to appear. Baron Martin 
him to the heaviest punishment the law could inflict.” 
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MR. MARTIN LONG DANIEL, 


Mr. Martin Long Daniel, solicitor and notary, died at 
24th ult., in his seventy-fourth year. Mr. Daniel was born in 1 
was admitted a solicitor in 1830, and he had practised for many 
Ramsgate, having been at the time of his death in — i 3 
Owen Fisher Daniel, the clerk to the Ramsgate Burial ith Mr. 
Arthur Henry Daniel. He was a notary public, and a perpetual 


link 


for the county of Kent, and he had an extensive private practice. He was 
for mapy years clerk to the Ramsgate Improvement Commissioners, bat he 
resigned that appointment in 1868. Mr. el was a director of the Kent 
Fire and Life Insurance Company. He was married to the daughter of the 


late Captain Fisher, F.N., and he leaves nine children. 


MR. CHARLES HALL. 


Mr. Charles Hall, solicitor, died at Accrington on the 24th ult. Mr, Hall 
was born in 1817. He served his articles with his elder brother, the late Mr. 
Henry Hall, of Clitheroe, and he was admitted a solicitor in 1840. He had 
practised for many years at Accrington, being associated in partnership wi 
his son, Mr. William Myers Hall, who was admitted a solicitor in 1875. 
had a large private practice, and he took an active part in all local 
He was for many years a guardian of the , and a member of 
ton Board of Health, and churchwardeo of St. James's parish. 
also for many years president of the Acorington Conservative Association. 
He was married to the daughter of the late Mr. William Myers, solicitor, 
Accrington, He was buried in the family vault at Mytton Caureh oa the 
28th ult, 
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MR. MORRIS SIMEON OPPENHEIM, 


Mr. Morris Simeon Oppenheim, barrister, committed suicide at his chambers 
in Pamp-court, Temple, on the 2ad inst, Two pistol shots were heard in the 
chambers, and shortly afterwards Mr, Oppenheim was found by his clerk lying 
dead upon the floor, The deceased was born about the year 1334, and he was 
called to the bar at the Middle Temple ia Trinity Term, 1858, ia the 
previous January obtained a certificate of honour of the first class. was 


a member of the South-Eastern Circuit, practising also at the Sarrey 
and in the Mayor's Court. He hada good Egy at 
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various metropolitan licensing ay and a fair share of business 
at Nisi Prius, He was a follower of the Jewish permeeen cms was formerly 
one of the council of the Catted Synagogue of the Jews’ Hospital, aad of the 


Jewish Board of Deputies, Mr. Oppenheim was uamarried, 


| 
| 
| 


AE en RR nN Tt OE 





ee re er 


162 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


Jan. 13, 1883, 





ne ee 





SS 


THE FIRST DAY AT THE NEW COURTS. 


We have received from our reporters in the different courts which were occu- 
pied on Thursday the following notes as to the arrangements for business:— 

Mr. Justice Chitty, who sat in Chan Court No. 38, was the only 
judge of the Chaneery Division who took his seat in the new Law 

The court allotted to his lordship was, during the day, visited by 
many members of the two branches of the profession and of the general public. 
His ip was engaged in hearing motions, and upon entering the court 
its insufficiency as to size and accommodation upon crowded days was apparent. 
On such days as motion days and petition days the seats in the “ well” will be 
found to be wholly insufficient for solicitors and their clerks, and those 
unfortunate enough not to have obtained seats, must either find room in the 
seats allotted to counsel or block the passages of the court. Four rows of 
seats have been provided for counsel—the first two rows, which include the 

occupied by Queeu’s Counsel, are fitted each with nine separate seats 
desks, the second two rows have continuous benches and no desks, but 
only a narrrow ledge with « shelf underneath, Many complaints 
were heard from barristers sitting in the back rows, the ledges in question 
being wholly insufficient for writing p and even unfitted with inkstands. 
The ventilation of the court seems to be deficient ; but as yet it is early to form 
any definitive opinion on this question. A similar remark applies to the light- 
ing of the court, the day being unusually dark, and necessitating the use of 
the electric lamps with which the court is fitted. The appearance of the 
court was much admired, but it seemed to be the impression that its great 
height interfered with its acoustic excellence. During the course of the day 
noise made by the opening and shatting of the heavy doors which give 
aceess to the court was complained of by his lordship. The electric light 
seemed to give much satisfaction. 

Freeisely at half-past ten Mr. Justice North entered Court No, 1 of the 
Queen’s Bench Division, and proceeded to deliver judgment in a case which 
emphasized the fasion of law andequity. It yous, 9 to Mr. Jnstice Kay’s 
list in the Chancery Division, but while that learned judge was engaged on 
cirouit in Jane last, Mr, Justice North, while sitting for Mr. Justice Kay, 
had heard the case at Lincoln’s Inn, and now before going on the Oxford 
Cireuit, Mr. Justice North, sitting in a court of the Queen’s Bench Division, 
delivered judgment in this action belonging to the Chancery Division. The 
audience was at first emall, only two barristers in robes, and two barristers 
without robes, and three of the lay public, who had gained access to the 

of the court, being present. The public gallery, whether opened or 

, and it looked as if the public interest in the new Law 

was small, Partof this apparent lack of interest, however, arose from 

i at first experienced in finding the courts, as was shown by the 

appearance of other members of the bar engaged in the case who 

for some time vainly engaged in seeking this court, and also from 

incipal interest being centred in the Lord Chief Justice’s court. 

Strangers began to pass in and ont, and it soon became apparent that some- 

thing was defective with the doors, which continued swinging after the exit 

or eutrance of each person, and in so doing rendered the voice of the learned 
jadge almost inaudible. 

The arrangements of the courte were better tested in the Lord Chief 
Justice's court, which was crowded some time before eleven o'clock, the 


ry comfortable, as they there 

each had possession of the space occupied by a falling seat and its corres- 
ponding desk. This court is more than sufficient to afford sitting room to 
members of the janior bar engaged in the various cases, and the wish 

in a front seat should not be allowed to nullify the clearly beneficial 

i of the srchitect—that each barrister actually engaged in the 
business of the court should have clear space reserved to him, however 
crowded the court may be. Whgt the arrangements will be in the future 
for the separate entrances of the bar, solicitors, and others, it certainly is 
impossible to say from this day’s experience. Everybody seemed to enter 
every part of the court was crowded, including the passages, 

inotion apparently being made between the members of the 

and the lay public. As soon as the Lord Chief Justice, 

% Pollock, and Mr. Justice Manisty bad taken their seats, the Lord 
Chief Justice said : “In taking our seats in this court for the first time, I do 
to make any general observations, for the reason that they have 

made in a more able manner than I can pretend to, by the Lord 
the oceasion when these courts were recently opened by her 
Gracious Majesty the Queen. I wish to say only two things before 
business—the first is, that although we have left Westminster 
we have not left behind the traditions of Westminster Hall, 
will follow us, especially the unbroken traditions of the cordial 
ich have always existed between the bench and bar, without 
probably, the bench certainly, would find it impossible to carry 
- One other thing { woold mention. We are now actually in a 
transition; it may well be that certain inconveniences may arise 
however, the bar, who are fally aware of it, and the public 
fully aware of it, will recognize the great amount of work 
in the few weeks which have elapsed since we last met 
h will exercise virtue of patience. Mr. Attorney, 
immediately, Mr, Attorney did move, the breath- 
the court had listened to the short address of the Lord 
, and it ble for any one sitting in the 
oing ov. To add to the discomfort, there were the 
and the continuous stream of the public moving 
back of the court, each intruder allowing 
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the door on the north side of the court to shut of its own accor 
which, as the door is heavy and the spring good, it did with a hearty 
will ; and as the door-post is connected with the back seat, the result to the 
occupants of that seat was that, besides "4 unable to hear, they rapidly 
began to suffer from headache. The south door, for some reason, did not 
offend so much. An officer was stationed at the north door, but as he had 
two doors to attend to, one opening directly into the court, and 
the other into the passage, his services were not of much avail, 
and after one or two complaints, and suggested remedies from the 
bench, all the doors of the court were left open, and some degree of 
attained; even then, by the way those in the back rows acted, some standing, 
some stretching forward, it was evident that their position was not good for 
hearing. These doors, like many others, appear to have the hinges on the 
wrong side. The continuation of the bar across the side passages in the court 
is inconvenient, as not only have Queen’s Counsel to pass through the small 
gate in it, but reporters, solicitors, and many others. This bar is only omitted 
where it is most necessary—that is, there is no door to prevent the janior 
bar crowding down and actually standing, as one member, probably 
unconsciously, did for a long time within the bar, thus anticipating an honour 
which, however much it may be his dae, he has not yet received. It would 
not be fair not to praise the arrangement in this court for reporters ; 
their desks are immediately by the side of the witness-box, and, while admir. 
able for the purposes of hearing, will serve to out off the witnesses from actual 
contact with the rest of the court and to prevent those occasional suggestions, 
which sometimes it is necessary to make, that the witness is being prompted, 
The public gallery is supplied with seats, but it is a singular fact that the 
whole of the front row of spectators stood during the greater part of the day, 
leaning over the front. The bench, as it existed in the old courts, as a long seat 
or bench, has not reappeared, and each judge has a separate chair. And as ther 
were no spare chaire, when, at different times during the course of the day, Mr, 
Justice Stephen and Sir James Hannen came in without robes, they each stood 
behind the chairs of the jadges, Formerly, of course, there was always room 
on the bench for any learned judge who might wish to occupy it. Each judge 
has on the table at his side a bell pull or pneumatic tube to summon his 
clerk. As these tabes are carried directly to the wall at the back at a height 
of about three feet, they form an awkward barrier, preventing the proper access 
of the ushers from either side of the court to the back of the judges’ seats ; 
these tubes can easily, and must be, removed, and brought up from the floor 
at the side of each desk, as not only have the ushers difficulty in passing 
them, but they proved inconvenient to the two learned judges who visited the 
court, The heating is good, and although perhaps the temperature of the 
court was kept during the day too high, the atmosphere was nevertheless good, 
and none of those unpleasant effects so familiar to sitters in the old 
Court of Queen’s Bench were experienced. If this was not due to 
the fact that the doors remained open for the reasons before 
stated, this benefit alone would be immense. A short time 
before lanch the court was suddenly lit by the electric light, and so 
remained during the remainder of the day. No long lighter flour. 
ishing about over our heads, as in the old Court of Queen’s Benoh, or array of 
miserable dips as in the Exchequer, but suddenly, at the moment it is 
wanted, the light is turned on and appears to be ample, and the court bein, 
@ large one the test is perhaps severe, as the lights being arranged roun 
the walls there was some anticipation, agreeably disappointed, that the 
centre of the court might not be sufficiently illuminated. Chamberlain v. 
Boyd, on the motion of the Attorney-General, ocoupied the attention of the 
court bat a short time ; and then Mr. Russell took up the remainder of the 
day with a motion for a new trial in Belt v. Lawes, and had not concluded 
his argument when the court rose. At lunch time the bar found them- 
selves, contrary to all traditions on circuit and elsewhere, in a room 
which seemed devoted to the public. Ushers of court and Queen’s Counsel 
were vainly trying to satisfy the inner man, and it was little—although 
some—consolation to know that the bench had risen, and actually the 
jadicial chops were not ready. 

On Thursday the Court of Appeai occupied for the first time the new Court 
of Appeal, No. 2, in the Royal Coarts, On taking his seat the Master of the 
Rolls said :—‘‘ 1 think we may congratulate ourselves in the Royal Courts of 
Justice to-day. I wish to say to the bar that, if there are any inconveniences 
experienced by them, I hope they will shortly be remedied. e officials have 
bad so much difficulty in making the arrangements for our sitting to-day that 
I hope every indulgence will be shown to them.” The court, though its area 
is somewhat contracted, is of good height, and the arrangements for its warm- 
ing and ventilation worked on the whole fairly well, though occasionally the 
or was rather too low. The lighting, both natural and artificial, is 

. During the early part of the day, a decidedly dark one, the light 
erived from the windows was snfficient, but later it beoame necessary to make 
use of the electric lights with which the court is supplied. These diffuse a very 
leasing, soft light, though they are not placed in the best possible positions. 
hey are attached to the walls of the room, and consequently strong shadows 
are cast. It would be better if a powerfal light was suspended from the centre 
of the roof, The acoustic properties of the court are fairly good, though 
the high desk in front of the judges occasionally, to some extent, 
intercepts the sound of their voices. A good deal of noise is produced by the 
opening and shutting of the swing doors at the entrance ; at times the sound 
resembled the roll of distant thunder. Some of the oBjections which we have 
already noticed to the seats provided for the bar have been partially remedied, 
but the — still remains that there are not desks enough for the junior 
bar, and that those which are provided are not very convenient. Moreover, 
the seats are not nearly as commodious as the old-fashioned, continuous bench. 
The accommodation for solicitors seems to be rather scanty, Many of these 
defects will, no doubt, be remedied in time, but others, such as, for instance, 
the narrowness of the entrances, must, we fear, remaio. It would bo well if 
a clock were fixed in the court, Qa the whole, though we oan hardly describe 
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the court as a complete success, we may say that it is better than a previous 
had i 


led us to anticipate. ‘ . ¢ 

The following regulations were issued on Wednesday in anticipation of the 
opening of the building for legal business :— : 

1, During the sittings of the courts, the Central Hall, the court corridor, 

and the body of each court shall be open only to persons connected with the 


2, The public shall be admitted only to the galleries of such courts as may 
‘be sitting. The galleries shall be opened before the sitting and closed immedi- 
ately after the rising of the courts. i 

3, The superintendent shall be responsible for the due maintenance of order 
and silence in the galleries, and shall not admit into the gallery a larger num- 
‘ber of persons than can be accommodated therein with seats. 

4. During the vacations the Oentral Hall shall be open to the public 
daily between the hours of 11 a.m. and 8 p.m., and tickets to view such 
courts as can conveniently be shown may be obtained, free of charge, at 
the superintendent’s office on Mondays and Thursdays, between the same 
hours. 


5. The offices, with their entrances aud corridors, shall be used only by 

having business within such offices. 

6, No gratuity shall be paid to any person in charge of any of the courts, 
offices, or rooms within the building. 

@7. Smoking and dogs shall not be allowed within the building. 

8. The superintendent shall be responsible for order throughout the build- 

ing, and shall see to the due observance of these regulations. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


A meeting was held on Tuesday, the 12th ult., when Mr, G. B, Ellis read 
a paper upon ‘Sir Robert Torrens’ system of transfer of land by registration 
as applied to English law.” A discussion upon the conveyance of land, with 
especial reference to the legislation of the sessions of 1881 and 1882, followed, 
and a vote was subsequently taken upon the question, ‘‘Is the registration of 
title to land in England feasible 2?” which was decided in the affirmative by 
amajority of two votes. On the conclusion of the debate a vote of thanks 
to Mr. Ellis was unanimously passed for the able paper he had read, 

A very interesting debate took place at the society’s meeting on the 19th ult., 
upon the question, “ Would the importation of Chinese labour into England be 
desirable ?”? which Mr, J. P. Hurst opened in the negative. Messrs. Randolph, 
Bower, and Wright supported the opener, while Messrs. Wells, Napier, Lloyd 
Jones, and G. B, Ellis advocated the affirmative. The question was, on a 
vote being taken, negatived by a majority of eight votes. A novelty in the pro- 
ceedings of the society will be introduced on the 16th inst, in the form of 
impromptu speaking. Members will not be informed of the subject on which 
they will have to speak until called on by the chairman. 








NEW ORDERS, &c. 


SETTLED LAND ACT, 1882. CONVEYANCING ACT, 1882. 
CONVEYANCING AND LAW OF PROPERTY ACT, 1881. 


RULES OF THE SUPREME bg oy AND ORDER AS TO COURT 


December, 1882. 
RvuxgEs uNDER THE Serriep Lanp Act, 1882, 
(Continued from page 146.) 
APPENDIX. 


Form I, 
TittE or PROCEEDINGS, 
In the High Court of Justice, 
Chancery Division, 
Vice-Chancellor Bacon, 


or 
Mr. Justice Chitty, 
[or other judge before whom the application is to be heard.] 
In the matter of the estate [or, of the timber upon the 
estate}, situate at in the county of » (or, of 
the chattels], settled by a settlement made by an indenture dated the 
day of » and made between [or, by the Will 
dated or, as the case may be], 
And in the matter of the Settled Land Act, 1882. 


Fors II. 
Format part or Summons, 
Title as in Form I. 
Let all parties concerned attend at my ——— Ma the Royal Courts of 


ustice on , the ay o | aa 
o'clock in the forenoon, on the hearing of an application— 

(4.) On the part of 4,8,, the tenant for life [or, tenant in tail, or as the 

case may be, describing the nature of the applicant's estate] wader the above- 


J 


of , solicitor fot 


i 


Or, (5.) On the part of 4.B., the tenant for life (or as the case may be) 
under the above-mentioned settlement an infant, by X.Y., his — 
eas [or, guardian appointed by order dated the » OF," 

ien 

Or, (c.) On the part of C.D. and E.F., the trustees of the above-mentioned 
settlement for the purposes of the above-mentioned Act, 

Or, (d.) On the part of G,H., the tenant for life in remainder [or, tenant 
in tail in remainder, or as the case may be, describing the applicants Pele 
pt ip anaes ne settlement subject to the life interest of A.B. [or 
as the case may : 

Or, (e.) On the part of I,J., the purchaser of bee or, the timber upon 
te land, or hata a the tr may be} sothled y eh above-mentioned 
settlement. 

Or, (f.) On the part of J.J, the lessee under a mining lease dated the 

sheen , granted under the of the above-mentioned 
Act of the mines and minerals under the settled by the above-mentioned 
Og) 0 the part of I.J., the mort under a mortgage intended to 
.) On the part o > the mi a m 
be Sy cake section 18 of the above-inentioned Act of the lands settled by 
the above-mentioned settlement. é 

Or, (4.) On the part of X.Z.,; interested under the contract hérei n-efte 
mentioned, 

Dated the day of 18 

This summons was taken out by 
a applicant. 

‘o 
(Add the names of the persons (if any) on whom the summons is to be served.) 
Form Il. 
Summons UNDER Section 10 ror GenzRaL Leasine Powers. 
Title and formal parts as in Forms I. and I. @. or } 

1. That the applicant [or in the case of an infomt that the said X. Y. during 
the infancy of the said A.B.], and each of his successors in title [or in the 
case of an infant, each of the successors in title of the said 4.B.}, being 
tenant for life or having the powers of a tenant for life under the . 
tioned Act, may pursuant to section 10 of the said Act be authorized ftom 
time to time to make building [or mining] leases of the lands compriséd in 
the said settlement for the term of years [or in Perpotuity ] on 
the conditions specified in the said Act [or on other conditidns thah 
fied in sections 7 to 9 of the said Act]. 

2. That the costs of this application may be directed to be taxed as between 
solicitor and client, and that the same when taxed may be paid out of the 
property subject to the said settlement, and that for that purpose all necessary 
directions may be given. 

Note.—The proposed conditions{ought not, except in simple cases, to be set 
forth in the summons. 


Form IV, 
Summons unDER Sections 10 ok 15 FoR AUTHORITY TO GRANT A PAR- 
TICULAR LEASE WHERE THE TENANT FOR Lire HAS ENTERED INTO A Cone 


TRACT. 
Title as in Form I. 
Formal parts as in Form II. a or 4. 
1, That the conditional contract, dated the 18 =, and made 
between the applicant [or the said X.Y.] of the one = and 
of the other part, for a [building or mining] léase to said 
of the hereditaments therein mentioned for the term, and upon the conditions 


therein stated, may, ye to section 10 [or 15] of the above-mentioned 
Act be approved, and thatthe said 4.2. [or X.P.] may be guthorized to 
execute a inee in pursuance of the said contract. 
2. (Add application for costs as in Form 1IT. 2.) 


Form V. 
SumMONS UNDER Sections 10 or 15 FoR AUTHORITY TO GRANT A PARTICULAR 

LEASE WHEN NO CONTRACT HAS BEEN ENTERED INTO, 

Title as in Form I. 
Formal parts as in Form I. @ or 3, 

1. That the [building or mining] leave intended to be granted to 
of the lands [or of the mansion house, &o,] settled by the said settiment > 
pursuant tojsection 10 [or 15] of the above-mentioned Act be e approved, 
and that the applicant [or the said X, ¥.] may be authorized to the 


same, 
2. (Add application for costs as in Form III, 2.) 
Form VI. 


Sumaons unpER Sscrrons 15, 35, on 387 For a SatR 
THE PRINCIPAL Mansion House, AND Dswesnea, 


CHATTRLS. 
Title as in Form J. 
Formal parts as in Form II. ¢ or & 

1, That the applicant [or in the case of an i the said X.Y.) be 
authorized to sell the principal mansion house [or the timber ripe and At for 
cutting] on the land [or the furniture and chattels] settled by the above-men- 
tioned settlement in such manner and subject to such particulars, conditions, 
and provisions as he may think fit, 


2. That the costs of this ne may 
and client, and that €.D, B.F., the trustees of the said settlement, may 


our Covat 
OR OF TIHEER 


be at liberty to pay the costs when taxed out ofthe | egrets ears he on 
[or, tn the case of timber, out of the three-fourths of preceeds of the said 
the said Act], or of this 





mentioned settlement, 


sale to be set aside as capital money arising under 
Form is not applicadle as : Form ITT. 2 
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Form VII. 

Summons unpER Sections 15, 35, or 37 For Sate BY THE CouRT OF 
THE PRINCIPAL Mansion Housk, AND DEMESNES, OR OF TIMBER OR 
CHATTELS. 

Title as in Form I. 
Formal Parts asin Form II. a or 4. 

1. That the principal mansion house [or the timber ripe for cutting] on 
the land [or the furniture and chattels], settled by the above-mentioned 
settlement, may be sold under the direction of the court. 

2. (Application for costs as in Form III, 2.) 

Form VIII. 
AFFIDAVIT VERIFYING TITLE. 
Title as in Form I. 

I of make oath and say as follows :— 

1, By the above-mentioned settlement the above-mentioned lands [or cer- 
tain chattels, shortly describing them] stand limited to uses [or upon trasts]} 
uuder which 4.8. is [or I am] beneficially entitled in possession as tenant 
for life [or tenant in tail or tenant in fee simple, with an executory gift over, 
or as the case may be}. 

2. (If it is the fact.) The said A.B. is an infant of the aze of 


years or thereabouts. 
3. C.D. of and E.F. of are trustees under the 


o! 
said settlement, with a power of sale of the said lands [or with power of con - 
sent to or approval of the exercise of a power of sale of the said lands contained 
in the eaid settlement, or are the persons by the said settlement declared to 
be trustees thereof for purposes of the above-mentioned Act]. 


Form IX. 


SumMMons UNDER SecTion 22 spy PurcHaser FoR PayMENT tnTO CouRT 
or PorcuasE-Mongy oF Serriep Lanp, TimBER, OR CHATTELS. 
Title as in Form I. 

Formal parts as in Form II. e. 

1, That the applicant may be at liberty to pay into court to the credit of 
**In the matter of the settlement, dated the and made between 
[or will, &c.] proceeds of sale of the A. estate [or as the case 

may be], and in the matter of the Settled Land Act, 1882,” the sum of 
£ on account of the purchase-money of the said A. estate (or as the 
case may be) settled by the said settlement [or wil!, &c. ]. 
2. That such directions may be given for the investment of the said sums 
when paid into court, and the accumulation or payment of the dividends of the 
securities, representing the same as the court may think proper. 


Form X. 
SUMMONS UNDER SECTION 22 POR PAYMENT INTO CouRT BY LesSEE UNDER 
A Mintne Lease (see Seetion 11). 
Title as in Form I. 
Formal parts as in Form II. f. 

1. That the applicant may be at liberty to pay into court to the oredit of 
‘In the matter of the settlement dated the and made between 
: [or the will, &c.] mineral rents under lease dated the 

and in the matter of the Settled Land Act, 1882,” the sum of £ 
being three-fourths [or one-fourth] of the rents payable by him under the said 
lease for the half-year ending tbe less £ the costs of 

payment into court. 

2. That the applicant may be at liberty on or belore the 
and the day of in every year during 
the term created by the said lease to pay into court to the credit aforesaid, so 
much of the rents payable by him under the said lease as is by section 11 of 
tie above-mentioned Act directed to be set aside as capital money arising under 
the said Act after deducting therefrom the costs of payment in, the amount 
paid in to be verified by affidavit. 
3. That the said sum of £ and all other sums to be paid into 
court to the eredit aforesaid may be invested in the purchase of (name the 
investment) to the like credit and that the dividends on the said 
when purchased msy be paid to 4.%., the tenant for life under the above- 
mentioned settlement during his life or until further order. 


Form XI. 
Svmons unper Secrion 22 vor parment 1nTO Covet By MorTGAGEE 
(see Section 18.) 
Title as in Form I. 
ine Formal parts as in Form II. g. 
as the applican t may be at liberty to into i 
* Money advanced on rt of lands ethos by the ee 
and made between {or the will, &c.] and in the 
matter of the Settled Land Act, 1882,” the sum of £ being the 
amount agreed to be advanced by him on mortgage of the lands comprised in 
the above-mentioned settlement the costs of payment in. 
2. (Add diréetions for investment as in Form VIII. 2.) 
Form XII. 
Scumons uxper Section 26 (1.) 
Title as in Form I. 
Formal parts as in Form II. a or 4. 
1, That the scheme left st my chambers this day for the execution of 
improvements on the lands settied by the above-mentioned settlement may be 


day of 


above-mentioned settlement 


Form XIII, 


Summons UNDER Section 26 Sun-sEcTion (2) (ii.) FoR APPOINTMENT OF AN 


ENGINEER OR SURVEYOR. 
Title as in Form I. 
Formal parts as in Form IL, a or b. 


1, That U.N. of eer [or surveyor] may be approved as 


engineer [or surveyor] for the ‘purposes of section 26 sub-section (2) (ii 
cK of section 26 su n i 
the cistedientiahia Act. vs 


2. (Add application for costs as in Form ITT. 2.) 


Form XIV. 
NoMINATION OF AN ENGINEER OR SURVEYOR BY THE TRUSTEES. 
Title as in Form I. 


and E.F. of the Trustees of the 
~ the purposes of the above-mentioned Act, 
a , 


We C.D. of 


hereby nominate ineer, [or surveyor], for the 
purposes of section 26 sub-section (2) (ii.) of the said fs wh 
(Signed) 


C.D. 
EF. 
Form XV, 
SUMMONS UNDER Szcrion 26 Sus-sEcrion (2) (iii). 
Title as in Form I, 


Formal parts as in Form II. a or b. 
1, That C.D. and E.F. the Trustees of the above-mentioned settlement, for 


= 7 purposes of the aboveementioned Act may be directed to apply the sum 
oO 


outof the capital money arising under the said Act in their 


hands subject to the said settlement in payment for [describe the work or opera. 
tion being [part of] an improvement executed upon the lands subject to the 
said settlement pursuant toa scheme approved by the said C.D. and E.F, 
under the said Act. r 


2. (Add application for costs as in Form IIT. 2.) 


Form XVI. 
SUMMONS UNDER SEcTION 26, Sun-sEcTION 3. 
Title as in Form I. 
Formal parts as io Form II, a or b. 
1. That the sum of £ may be ordered to be raised out of 
the in court to the credit of and that the same 
when raised may be paid to upon his undertaking to apply the 
same in payment for [describe the works or operation] being part of an 
improvement executed upon the Jand settled by the above-mentioned settle. 
ment pursuant to the scheme approved by Order dated the 


2, (Add application for costs as in Form III. 2.) 


Form XVII. 
SuMMONS UNDER SECTION 31. 
Title as in Form I. 
Formal parts as in Form II. a or b, 

1, That the applicant may be at liberty to enforce [or carry into eff ct 
or vary or rescind as the case may be] the contract entered into between the 
applicant of the one part, and of the other part. 

2. Or that such directions may be given relating to the said contract as the 
jadge may think fit. 
3. (Add application for costs as in Form III. 2.) 


Form XVIII. 
SumMMONS UNDER Section 34 ror APPLICATION oF Money PatD FoR A LEASE 
or Reversion. 
Title as in Form I. 
Formal parts as in Form II., a, 6, or d. 

1, That the sum of £ being the proceeds of sale of a lense 
for years [or life or a reversion or other interest describing it] settled 
by the above-mentioned settlement, may, pursuant to section 34 of the 
Meet Yes Act, be directed to be applied for the benefit of the 
essere under the said settlement ia such manner as the court may 
think fit. 

2. (Add application for costs as in Form III, 2.) 


Form XIX, 
Summons UnDER Section 38 ron THE APPOINTMENT OF NEW TRUSTERS. 
Title as io Form I. 
Formal parts as in Form II., a, 4, ¢, or d, 
1, That G.H. and I,J. may be appointed trastees under the above- 
mentioned settlement for the purposes of the above-mentioned Act. 
2. (Add application for costs asin Form III, 2.) * 


Form XX, 
Summons unpeR Szcrion 44, 
Title as in Form I. 
Formal parts as in Form II, a, 0, or c. 
1, Thatit may be declared that (set out the declaration required.) 





approved. 
2. (Add application for costs as in Form ILI, 2.) 


require.) 





2. (Add application for costs ag in Form Il, 2, or aa the circumatance © 
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Form XXI. 
Sommons unpeR Section 56 ror Apvicz anp DrreEcTIon, 
Title as in Form I. 
Formal parts as in Form II., @ to 4. 
For the opinion, advice, and direction of the Judge on the following 


nestions :— 
1, Whether 
2. Whether 


3, Whether 
(or if the questions involve complicated facts) 
for the opinion, advice, and direction of the Judge on the facts and questions 
submitted by the statement left in my chambers this day. 
(Add application for costs as in Form ITI, 2.) 


Form XXII, 
SUMMONS UNDER SzcTion 60 FoR APPOINTMENT OF PERSONS TO EXERCISE 
PowERs ON BEHALF oF INFANT. 
Title as in Form 1. 
Formal parts as in Form IT. 4, 

1. That the powers conferred upon a tenant for life by sections 6 to 18, both 
inclusive, and sections 16 to 20, both inclusive, of the above-mentioned Act 
(or such other powers as it is desired to exercise) may be exercised by the said 

on bebalf of the said during his mioority. 

2. (Add application for costs as in Form III. 2.) 


Form XXIII. 
Summons For Directions as To SErvice or A PerirTion, 
Title as in Form I, 
Formal parts as in Form II. 
That directions may be given as to the persons to be served with the 
_ presented in the above matter on the day of 





THE ELECTRIC LIGHTING ACT, 1882. 


The Board of Trade have made the following new rule in pursuance of 
section 5 of the above Act :— 

“The time provided for by rules 4 and 11 of the rales made by the 
Board of Trade shall be the first day of February, instead of two months 
from the date of the newspaper containing the first advertisement of the 
epplication.” 








LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Witu1am Freperick Feary, solicitor, has been appointed Solicitor 
tothe Great Eastern Railway Company, in succession to Mr. Capel Augustus 
Curwood, resigned. 

Mr. Jostan Easron, solicitor (of the firm of Foster & Easton), of Taunton 
snd Wivilescombe, has beer. appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths 
in the Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Mr. Witt1am Bepe Datwey, barrister, has been appointed Attorney- 
General of the Colony of New South Wales in the new Administration. 


Mr. Gasaret Prior Gotpney, barrister, remembrancer to the Corpora- 
tion of London, has been appointed a Magistrate for Wiltshire. 


The Hon. Wrrt1am Henry Berketey Portman, M.P., has been elected 
Deputy-Chairman of the Dorsetshire Quarter Sessions. 


Mr. Antoun Epwarp Warp, solicitor, of Exeter, has been appointed a 
issioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Mr. Henry Letcu Pemserton, solicitor (of the firm of Meynell & 
Pemberton), of 20, Whitehall-place, has been appointed a Commissioner in 
England for taking Acknowledgments by Married Women of Deeds to be 
executed by them in respect of Property in British India. 


Mr, Grorcr Martin Hatt, solicitor, of Ely, has been appointed Registrar 
of the Ely County Court (Circuit No. 32), to act jointly with bis father, Mr, 
Samuel Hall. Mr. G. M. Hall was admitted a solicitor in 1881. 


Mr. Coartzs Eustace Witson, solicitor, of 65, Basinghall-street, and 
Plaistow and East Ham, bes been elected Clerk to the newly-formed Barking 
Iocal Board. Mr. Wilson ie the son of the late Mr. Charles Wilson, solicitor. 
He was admitted in 1868, and be ie also clerk to the East Ham Local 
Board and vestry olerk of the parish of St, Mary, Aldermanbary. 


Mr. AtFrep Oappicx, solicitor, of West Bromwich, has been elected 
Town Olerk of that borough. Mr. Caddick was admitted a solicitor in 


Mr. Tuomas Panny, solicitor (of the firm of Ballock & Penny), of Berk- 
mets, bas been appointed Clerk to the Berkbampstead School Board. 
Mr. Penny was admitted a solicitor in 1875. 


Mr, Wit11am Wicatman Woon, barrister, has been appointed Prosecuting 
to the Mint for the County of Essex, in succession to Mr, James 
Croome, deceased. Mr. Wood is the son of the Rev. Peter Woed, Vicar of 
Newent, Gloucestershire, und grandson of the late Mr. Justice Wightman. He 
¥as educated at Eton and at University College, Oxford, and he was called to 
the bar at the Inner Temple in Hilary Term, 1871. He practises on the 
South-Eastern Circuit, and at the Essex, Hertford, St. Albans, and Colchester 
ns, 


Mr. James Mipcier, of Leeds, has been appointed a Commissioner for 
Sg eT 
or. ire. 


Mr. Epwarp Gzorer, of 158, Strand, London, W.C., and of Werter-road, 
Putney, solicitor and parliamentary sgent, has been appointed a Commissioner 
to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature. 


DISSOLUTIONS OF PARTNERSHIPS, 


Samvurt Epwarp Baker, Roserr Pam.ort, Wiit1aM Herpert James, 
and Ernest Epwarp Baker, solicitors, Weston-super-Mare (Bakers, 
Phillott, & James). December 30. As regards the said Robert Phillott. 

Tuomas ConsTaBLe and Sruart Eaton Masxert, solicitors, Otley 
(Constable & Maskell). Jaouary 1. The said business will in future be 
carried on by the said Stuart Eaton Maskell. 

Wittiam Evans, James Ricnarpson Horimay, and Artuur Govier, 
i Birmingham. January 1. So far as regards the said William 

vans. 


Cuartes Freperick Sire, Epwarp Lianrarr Lewes, and Jou» 
RecinaLp Barratt, solicitors, Liverpool (Snowball, Smith, & Co.) De- 
cember 30. As far as the said John Reginald Barratt is concerned. The busi- 
ness will be carried on by the said Charles Frederick Smith and Edward 
Llanfair Lewes on their own account. 

Cartes ALFRED SwINBURNE and THomas GALE 
parliamentary agents, 28, Bedford-row (Swinburne & Mills). January 1. 

(Gazette, January 5.] 

—— e Conver JOHN Ag en and ine (Oe CaParnx, soli- 
citors, Ho b, Spalding, an ng Sutton, Lincolnshire (Caparo, Willders, 
& Caparn). December 30. So far as regerds Thomas Caparn. The business 
will henceforth be carried on by Richard Caparn and John Warin Willders, 
under the style or firm of Caparn & Willdere. 

Wittiam Henry Crowper and Frepericx James Harnis, solicitors, 
57, Lincoln’s-inn-fields (Crowder & Harris). January 1. 

Atrrep Wyatt Dicsy and ArTuur Tabor, solicitors, 12, Blowfield-street 
and 66, Gresham-street, London (Digby & Tabor). December 30. 

Wituram Henry Grit and Cuaries WELLBORNE Hatt, solicitors, Wake- 
field (Gill & Hall). December 30. [ Gazette, January 9.] 








COMPANIES. 


WINDING-UP NOTICES. 
Jomrt Srock ComPantss. 
Lrurrap ux CHANCERY. 
CastLe Stext anp Inorworxs Company, Losrrsp.—Petition for 
Dec 22, directed to be heard before Chitty, J., on Jan 20. Milne 
buildings, Temple, solicitors for the petitioners 


Co, Harcourt 


Casttz Stezt anp Iron Worxs, Company, Liwrrep.—Petition for winding pre- 
sented Jan 3, directed to be heard before Bacon, V.C., on Jan 13. Bower Co, 
Tees, solicitors for the peti- 


Chancery-lane, agents for Dodds and Co, Stockton on 
tioners 


ComPaGniz GENERALE DES ASPHALTES DE Francz, Liurrep.—Petition for winding 2: 
poet Jan 1, directed to be heard before Bacon, V.C., on Jan 13. Bompas 

- 0, = baer ogee st, a for the peti Ad Jen2, 
OVELTY THEATRE Company, 1 Lnorzp.—Petition for winding presented Jan 
directed to be heard before Chitty, J., in the Rolls yard, rp mae a, = on Saturday, 
Jan 13. Beall and Co, Queen Victoria st, solicitors for the petitioner : 

Panpora THEatRe, Liuirsp.—Petition for winding up, presented Jan 2, directed to be 
we before Bacon, V.C., on Jan 13. Bradley, Mark lane, solicitor for the peti- 

oner 

M. G M Cc Luartzp.—Petition for winding : —— . 
apras Gop Minine Company, — ion up, an 
directed to be heard before Kay, J., on Jan 19, Snell and Co, George-street, Man- 
sion House, solicitors for the petitioner 


[ Gazette, Jan. 9.) 
M Docxs C Pouiti for winding a Jan 4, directed to be 
1LForD Docks Company.—Petition inding u| an i to 
heard before Bacon, V.C., on Saturday, Jan 13. Bega Weatheralla, —— 
Bench walk, Temple, agents for Bowey and Brewis, Sunderland, solicitors for 
petitioners 
(Gazette, Jan. 5] 
County Paratiws or Lawcastsr. 
Cromar Scorr ayp Company, Lrurrep.—Petition for 
irected to be heard before the Vice-Chancellor, at the Assize Courts, 
Monday, Jan 15, at 11. Barrell and Co, Liverpool the 


Grptow Irow any Coat Compary, Luwtrep.—Creditors are 
7, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of thei or claims, to 
Charles Marshall, Booth st, Manchester. Tuesday, Feb 20, at 11, is appointed for 
hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims 

| Gasette, Jan. 9.) 


Frrenpty Socreties Dr1ssonvep. 
Feyxce Murvat Arp Stcx Soorsry, National School, Fence, Lancaster. Dec 29 
( @azette, Jan. 5.) 








sie aa Oe aS ee tg 
At the Stock and Share Auction and Advance Company’s Ca. 

held on the 11th inst., at their sale-rooma, Crown-court, O 
E.C., the following were among the prices obtained:— 
Brighton, £6 10a.; London and Provincial Electric Lightiug and 
Generating, £2 10s. ; Akankoo (Gold Coast) Mines £1 shares, 12s. Gd. paid 
9s. 6d,; Yula River Gold Washing, ; Isle of Man Trams £1 shares, 
16s. paid, 128. 6d.: South Carolina 1, Bonds, 7} per cent.; Hama- 
chos Silver Lead Mine, 4} ; London Steam-Boat £5 shares, £2 iSe. ; State of 
Georgia 1,000dols. Bonde, 3} per cent.; Royal Aquarium and Sammer and 
Winter Garden Life Nominations, £8 83.; State of Lousiana 
Bonds, 2} ; State of Alabama 1,000dole. Bonds, 2? ; the “* Chalet” 
(Limited) £5 sharee, £6 10s, ; and other miscellaneous securities 





\ fair prioes. 
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COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE, 
Rota oF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 








Co’ Mr. Justice 
Date, oe V. 0. Bacom. ‘mar, 
Monday, Jan. ......000. 15 Mr. Clowes Mr, Lavie Mr. Teesdale 
Tuesday ee desevecsvoccce 16 Koe Carrington Farrer 
be RR SIO ois _—— ; 
e's oe ‘arrer 
eeeese Clowes Lavie Teesdale 
Voccccevese woeee 20 Koe Carrington Farrer 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Fry. PEaRson. Curry, 
pate, Jan. secccsecss 15 Mr, Ward Mr. Cobby Mr. K 
Tuesday .....0s- cos ke Pemberton Jackson Matrale 
Wednesday... one an Ward Cobby aD 
Thursday .. oo Pemberton Jackson M 
cove #19 Ward Cobby King 
Wecese eeeeeetes 20 Pemberton Jackson Merivale 
COURT OF APPEAL. 
HILARY SITTINGS, 1883. 
List oF APPEALS FOR ag 
(Set down to Monday, 8th January, in 
APPEALS FROM THE CHANCERY DIVISION aND i HE PROBATE, 
DIVORCE, AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION (PROBATE AND 
DIVORCE), AND THE COUNTY PALATINE STANNARIES 


COURTS. 
GENERAL LIST. 
1882. 


Mundy v Duke of Rutland bey A oe} May 22 

Mundy v Duke of Rutland app of defts Manners Colliery Co Kay, J Juane6 (SO 
until after referee’s report, by order Nov 29) 

—— limd app of the Compy 
VCH May 

Robarts v Mayor, &, of London app of plt Kay, J June 3 

In re The Frank Mills Mining Co and Co’s Acts, 1862 app of H W Clarke from 
Vice Warden of the Stannaries June 9 

Griffiths v Watkins app of deft from order dated July 30,1881 MR_ June 24 
Griffiths v Watkins app of deft from order dated May 12, 1882 Chitty, J June 24 

Wilson v Turner epp of defts VCB June 30 

Watson v Holliday apy of Si Destine one one Chitty,J July 

In re F LL A Corrie, G B W H Corrie & M Corrie, Infants,” - Custody of 
Infants Act 1873 inp of Barolay Corrie VCH July3 

Isr The United Hor PBeid & Go's app of deft VCB July 3 

In re The U: Horsenail Co, 1d & Co’s Acts 1862, 1867 appofCo Chitty, J 


Jul 
A... | roy AA ne ae te od July 5 
jap Ronen tggradege v Rerviecn, Ont of dai Fry J July 6 
v Sprague app of TB Watson, VOR. July 
Attorney-Gen v Vestry of Bermondsey sup of pit oa July 12 
v Hartnoll pt Oe ee July 1 

Deacon app of W Dolby from refusal to send back to 

Deacon v Dolby Dolby v Deacon Arnold v Dolby 


app of W Dolby July 13 
eee, ld app of R H J Grieves & anr Kay, J 
Atkinson vy Williams app of plts from VC of County Palatine of Lancaster 


Wa Pinton Mason v Eva Mason and Wm McClure, co-respt Saige oy app of 
W F Mason from dismissal of of pet for dissolution’ of merriage Sir J Hannen 


uly 26 
Smert v je adda we of deft C M L Dalzell Pie: J July 26 
defts +3 Tul; 


Kving 7 Boe gM. here Kay, J Tyaly 27 
cy Maynard’ "oop of bert ¥, es Aug3 B Maynard 
eft Yetts ettyes Vv 
pit Key, J on than teak oo ” ” 
yd CB aug J prs 
ore 


+ Bagg = gee Ji isl ee 
v e 
Fnac Vict ¢ 96 ct a VCB 
on. soy, ot Oe VCB Ang 5 

Fineb, decd Wynne-Finch vy Wynne-Finch app of pit Kay, J 


sont Wright yy od v Wright re v Wright O’Callaghen 
pita O'Calleg Aug 26° . 


app of han 
In re Srutters, deed Clark v Forsey tay» 5 spinster, and 


ors VCB Bept2 
decd 


he 


Bp 


In re Morton, Morton v Morton Key 5 oir Sept 7 
in re Andrew Steedman app of petors Kay, 
a ee ae ae ef Act app LA National Reversionary 
Interest Bociety Chitty,J Sept 21 
Parkin v Chesterfield Union app of pit VCH Sept 27 
Hardinghem v Rowan app of defts Fry,J Oct 18 
Moreercit v Evans app of pit from V C of County Palatine of Lancaster 
Oct 20 Becurity ordered, Dee 16 * 
Agnes Rose, applt v Henry Kose, Agnes from order 
Fn Doses me bg! ogy “Oot 25 ce stig 
re Wm deca and 
ee ee hg 
v * app B Oct 2% 
Dation ¥ of deft John Thom from 
" Thempeen ov pson V Cof County Palatine 
Is so The Sexitie Pewsloum Co tend end Co's Acts app of Richard Black and 


Ksy,J3 Oct 
P= ny increta opp of deft Kay,J Nov4 


In ro The Capital Pire Insurance Assen, Hanll and Co’s Acts ta appot 0 Pla 


and ors North,J Nov6 (Advanced from Jan 12, by order 
Kubhliger v Bailey ste oA VCH Nov ity ordered Nov 22) 
— app of J Nov 1 
= ath te O64 and ors vaemaittek eens Fry, J 


 entte EY ak app of deft S Marks VCB Nov 16 
Harrison v Leutner ope ot VCB Novl7 
Kaltenback and Co v Lewis and anr appof plt VCB Nov 28 
In re Edward Williams, decd Williams v Williams app of deft Gertrude MW 
Pe seme VCB oa nity i oes 

earson v Seligman 0 ’ 
Essex v eppat dett Pearson, J Deol 

wellings and Workshops Co limd app of plt 

Pearson, J Dec 6 


In re Contract between James Bellamy and anr and the Metropolitan Board of 

eee 2 ae ae app of Met Board of Works Kay,J Dec 9 

In re the Cwm Ricket t Lead Mining Company and Co’s Acts app 

p finad a hung oy Chitty, J Dec 9 

In re Contract for Sale of Real‘and Leasehold Estates dated 15th March, 1882, 

between E Elisa M A Marsh ead Barl Granville and V and P Act app of Elizs 

MAMarsh Fry, J Dec 

King v Lucas app of deft Kay, J Dec 15 

In re FR Mark n numbered 8,057, AP sake by ‘James B Palmer, and Trade 
‘ks Registration Act, 1875 | lth yan adhe Chitty J Deo 16 

Penna Gees Use Bockwoldt, Dec 21 


Dreyfus and app of defts VC B 
In re the Army and Navy Provision Market, &o., limd and Co’s Acts app of 
Army and Navy Provision Market limd Fry, J Dec 22 
In ay on Mining Co, limd, and Cot s Acts app of official liquidator 
ec 
Se v The Lake Valley of Switzerland Ry Co app of defts Chitty, J 


In Ad The Blackburn and District Benefit a Society and oer ae app of 


ton from V C of County Palatine of Lancaster 
In re Fuirman, deod, and 10 & 11 Viot. 0. 98 app of E Birdand ore Kay,J 
ec 3 
In re Montarini’s Trade Mark, ye. _— and Trade Marks Registration Act 
app of Allen and ors Chitty, J Dec 30 


1883. 

In re The Colambia Chemical Factory Manure, &c, Co, limd, and Co’s Acts (ex 
parte R Hewet') Kay,J Jan2 

In re Warren’s Settlement and Conveyancing, &o, Act, 1881 app of Emma J 
Warren Fry, J Jan2 

Birkinshaw v Tall app of Mary Delinforth Chitty,J Jan3 

Fraziv Dando appof pit Kay,J Jan3 

In re The Columbia Chemical Factory, Manure, &c, Co, limd, and Co’s Acts app 
of liquidator Kay,J Jand 

Butcher v Pooler appofdeft VCB Jan 5 

ag * + Scottish Permanent Benefitf Building Society app of plt 


ms eye % Williams, decd Earl of Eglinton v Williams app of deft Chitty, J 


From Orders made on Interlocutory — in the Chancery Division (Separate 


1882. 
Harben v Phillips a from Mr Justice Chitty pthd (SO until meeting held 


—i.e., ne ne 
Hind v Brett app of plt hy refusal to set aside stay of proceedings vcH 


April 6 (6 0 Ser postal dap) 
Hi vM Aa’ Chitty, J June2 (8 O Feb 15) 
Mansel v Mortem agp of dots July 31 (pt hd Aug 1 by Master of Rolls and 
Lord Justice Cotton—restored 
v Abbott sp of aot C J Abbott VCB Augil (S80 Jan26) 


In x. —- ead” On — Sandhurst Gold Mining Co, lima app of Jeremiah 
an 
Forde Posh” yh fF VCB Nov. 28 - 


Seaver v Phillipart app of deft Kay, J Dec 5 

In re The Mutual Socy & Co.’s Acts Grimwadev The Mutual Soo and ors app 

Frances O'Malley ‘Bee O'Malley | (Di of B O’Malley from Sit 
‘rances O’ v Bryan ivorce) a r m 
James Hannen re pager Fe appa for custody * children Deo 14 tal 

— ee, Dec. 18 

of dott Dackworth VCB Dec 20 


Walker 7 Bank of Kay,J Deo 20 
a4 Coand ors app of defte The Quebec Central Ry Co 


Att -General at the relation of Maidstone Union Rural Sanitary A ' 
‘Arkoull app of deft VCB Dec 22 7 
Jehastone v Hegel Ooarts of Justice Chambers Co limd app of plts Fry, J 

Wood v Nicholson sp of on Kay J Dec 23 

In re Stokes, decd v Paget app of P of plt Kay,J Deo 28 

Un fe The Gold Hil Mines hind aod Cot app at the Co VOB Deo tf 
et Corsellis, decd Lawton v Elwes app of W Lawton and anr Kay, J 
Is, od Juckion and anr Charlton v Charlton app of Janet Charlton Fry, J 
4 re an decd Copley v Thompson app of plt Kay, J Jan6 


FROM THE QUEEN’S BENCH AND PROBATE, DIVORCE, ANd 
ADMIRALTY (ADMIRALTY WITHOUT ASSESSORS) DIVISIONS. 


1882. 
Wi 
wow Gara as 





For J Judgment. 





d app of rom ug ot Haron Plog cd 30 
Stephen (00s Nov gta Lords Justices Baggallsy; _ 





Jan. 13, 1883, : 
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of defts from Justices Manisty and c 
Belly ae, Setprecent the Lord Cbiet Justice wud Lords pete Ae: A 


end Lindley) of Baron Pollock at trial 


De Landport v Fuller and of 
J pe ay Deo 13—present the Lord C Saation’ Lords Justices Baggallay 
and Lindley) 


ele | 


Couchman v Greener ms t frown judgt of Baron Pollock at trial Feb 11 (day 


to be 
NM parece the gpm from order of Justices Manisty and Williams 
a tiles oftey Eat ote 2 J with sp jury and referred to 


eerel ne v vitaDonala and anr app of deft McDonald from jadgt of Mr 
plt Sten Bowen at trial June 5 Pearse and ors v McDonald and anr app of 
jeft MeDonald from order of Justices Grove and Mathew for new trial June 22 
| of Pearse and ors v McDonald and anr app of deft Mockford from judgt of Mr 
Justice Bowen at trial June 5 Pearse and ors v Mi ald andanr app of 
app deft Mockford from order of Justices Grove and Mathew Haag air ie June 22 
(faba Deo 12—present t the Lord Chief Justice and Lords Justices Baggallay 

882, PB / Lindley—S O with liberty to apply) 
tlizs Water Co, ld v M ve, Surveyor of Taxes (Q B Revenue 
“i app of Alexendria ‘Water Co, | trom judge of of Justices Grove and North 


bf Commnrs of Income Tax 
rade uit ime app of plt from judgt of Mr Justice North at trial at Westminster 


0 21 Bal & Sony Biddulph app of pits from judgt of Baron Huddleston at trial at 


of Westminster 
‘ Keller (since cd) Just Creditor v 8 gaa and aur Judgt Debtor—The 
lator Union Bank of D Wondhuysen, 3rd party, Keller and 
ors, exors, &c, added by order ap pr Keller and ors, added ties, from Mr. 
iy, 7 Justice Denman and Baron P olloek referring back to jadge ia bers June 22 


Bagnall and ors v Smith app of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Manisty at trial 
pp of without a jury in Middlesex June 23 
Kendal, Trustee, &c v Marshall, Stevens and Co, and ors app of pit from judgt 
ay, J of Mr Justice Mathew at trial at Manchester June 26 
at v Harper and ors app of plt from judgt of Mr Justice Manisty at trial at 
estminster June 27 
Ashoroft and ors v Knowles and Sons 1d app of defts from judgt of Mr Justice 
Cave after trial June 27 Ashcroft and ors v Knowles and Sons lk app of 
EE peary yey of Mr Justice Cave after trial (advanced by order 
and London Bank ld v Maxwell app of deft from julst of Baron Pollock 
mn ¢ SpTansy Bannister v Owners of Ship F f defts from judgt of 
ter Vv snare a p Fanny app o judgt o 
RT Phillimore (withou June 28 
baw Bannister v Sauce ve, — app of deft from judgt of 
R J Phillimore (without Assessors) ne 28 
| OPP Fredk A Heaven v J Punter, trating oa West India Graving Dock Co (Q B 
— app of plt from Justices Field and Cave on app from county curt 


J 
of pt (Chairman os Li and London and Globe Insurance Co) v Preston 
ty, 3 ~ app of plt from judgt of Mr Justice Chitty on fur con after trial 
b] 


Banque d’Esoompte de Paris v London and South Western Bank ld app of defts 

yparate ne or oe Tastee Lope @ 8 o snetes July 5 
v City Offices Co app of defts from Sir Thomas Chambers (Judge of 
's Court) giving judgt for plt on motn for new trial after verdict for deft 


Wa , Ap —_ Assessment Committee of West Derby Union and Over- 
We ‘ounty Lancaster, (QB. “re Side) app of 
spat hows Jcstiose Wield endl Cave affiriaing certain rates July 8 
a app of defte from jadgt of Mr Justice Mathew 
Vins Faron, jun app of pit from judgt of Mr Justice Field on f © after 
ioe app of plt from judgt of Mr Justice Field on f ¢ after trial 


g held 
VCH 


nls and 


remiah 






s 


Jul 

— “eopet plt from judgt of Mr Justice Stephen at trial at West- 

and Provincial Sans ty ey app of deft from judgt of Mr Justice 
on fo after trial July 20 

Bees v ope of & Co app of plt from jadgt of Baron Pollock at 


a 

te OY Co app of defts from judgt of Mr Justice Lopes on f o 
curv Berka and or, exors app of pits from judgt of Mr Justice 
t u 
ore v ‘Todmorden Joint Stock Mill Co, limd app of defts from 
of Mr Justice Cave at trial July 26 
v Melhado and ae app of defts from refusal of the Lord Chief Justice 
iit Seatico Stephen to send back to referee Pulbrook v Melhado and anr 
comeae dele face of * the Lord Chief Justice and Mr Justice Stephen on 
's re 
Ty 36 Lady A. Pas rcaee deft from judgt of Mr Justice Stephen at trial 


[Whcheotr July at app of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Manisty at trial at 
poaoe 7 Toe Owners of of the ir Louisa and her Master and Crew v The 
the Renpor and the ar ae app of plte from judgt of Sir 
ned, Phillimore ¢ thout assessors) 
rn ee app of eft from Ahan ot Mr. Justice Lopes on f ¢ after 
oomes end anr spp of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Manisty at trial 
9 Arowamith & aur app of plt from jadgt of Lord Justice Bowen at trial 
Tea : Bowe at re Co v pened and anr app of pits from jadgt of Lord 


-08 J Neslosk aad ors ive Dee Co app of defta from judgt of Baron 


z 
e 


i 





Fete 
i 


| Ry Co 


é 






: 
ie 


Fry, J 





£ 





iz 


: 
Fal 


Kay, J 
Fry, J 





,, AND 
[ONS. 













after triel Slee ae es Sy, app of deft from judgt of Mr Justice 
Apa d Rhppendee 7 A 

Wait otem ae app a ag S Fetiees Matin tal Cine Grating tity 
Sabor Bra Oe Mone Oe Oe eS ie hee 
= = iio Court) setting aside verdict obtained in Shoreditch County Coart 
Stiwy Benson and anr Exors, &¢ app of pit from judgt of Mr Justice Mathew 
at trial at Leeds Aug 19 
ye ge ag app of plt from judgt of Mr Justice Day at trial at 
Thomas y The Ainiurh Matual Marine Insurance Co app of defts from judgt of 
Mr Justice be har at 

(0B Rie hey app of defta 


Liverpool 
The Queen v B Poor Law G 
from Justices Field and Cave affirming order 
wring gt i Ost 19 papynidicorehenpente.cats 
etcaes of the Paria v Owners of the Elin and freight app of 

seee of the kim { (terveor) fom judg of le RJ Philimor en pean 
Hote + Mast A ste & deft from of judgt of Mr Justice Lo 
v MacGregor, oc 8 m o () ce at 
trial at Bristol’ Oot 30” ¥ : abi 
etioeees Zhe Fenee Pun Waly Gen app of pit from judgt of Mr Justice 
Day at trial at Liverpool Nov 1 
Gray v Stait and anr app of defts from judgt of Mr Justice Lopes at trial in 
Middlesex Nov6 
The Great Western Ry Co v Lewis and ors app of defts from judgt of Mr Justice 
Manisty at trial at Swansea Nov 13 
Sheffield and anr v Daweon and ors Sheffield aS Eee ee and 
H 8 Leonard 3rd party (consolidated acts) app of deft Handelaar from judgt 
of Justices Denman and Manisty setting aside verdict and divesting judge for 
pit act tried by Justice Day Nov 14 
Cassaboglou v Gibb, Livingston & Co app of pit from judgt of Justices Manisty 
and Williams on sp © ov 16 
Garrard and anr v Lewis app of:defts from judgt of Lord Justice Bowen after 
trial at Bristol Nov 16 
ON are app of defts from judgt 
of Lord Justice Bowen at trial at Liverpool Nov 1 
Ones gad-onn y Spas Sop af 08 trem fungt of Raven Pelioak a) (atid tt 
estminster Nov 21 
Coverdale, Todd and Co v Grant and Co app of pit from judgt of Baron Pollock 
after trial Nov 28 
Raveraft v Low, Huckvale and Co, and ors app of pit from j o 
Pollock at trial at Westminster Deo 5 (Security for £20 ordeced 
Lion Matual Marine Insurance Asson v Tucker cupef phanSremn poghet Brathocs 
Field and Williams on spe Dec 5 
be nen ~<a app of plt from jadgt of Baron Pollook at trial at 
pute ampot limd v Mayor, and Burgesses of the of 
‘ax : a 0p of dats from jad of Lord ustice Bowen after trial Dec 

Go ¥ Mitabell aad app of plts from jadgt of Mr. Justice Haw- 

Gilbey pon oe ag. = Cavill, exor &c. v Jeffries of from judgt of 
wig Sai Fin doe cy. app of pt tem just ot Mr 
av ‘on: ani 
Justice Hawkins at trial in Middlesex Dec 9 7? e 
eo Son v Varty app of plt from judgt of Mr. Justice Field on demr 
ec 
Gorton v Macintosh app of pit from judgt of Justices Denman and North setting 
a ond giving judgt for deft act tried by Mr. Justice Day at Liver- 
Taylor and ors v Hailstone ap — J Eee ee Justice Mathew after 
trial without a jury at Leeds 
em res app of defts from judgt of Baron Pollock at trial at Westminster 
Pearsall v B Se Sauk Dees es of from judgt of Lord Justice 
cal Briley Gloucester a " ’ 
Starr v Hall 1881—S—5,723 phy ten judgt of Justices Denman and 
Manisty setting aside verdict and jadgt Deo 23 Starr v Hall 1882—S—303 
of pit from order of Justices Denman and Manisty for new trial—act tried 
Mr Justice with a special jury Dec 23 
T Sfunlety and North entting aside vercies for pit ond elrecting jwigt for dett-rect” 
deft—act 

ee ee ee ee Dee je ’ * 
Covent C) ov Great Eastern defts from judgt of Baron 
aceon witht» Jay at Sea of or adgt of Mr 
idland Ry Co v W ton D 
Justice North after trial at a ee ; 
Voss and Co v East and West India Docks Co app of pits from jadgt of Baron 
Pollock at trialin London Jan 2 
sy dias abs app of pit from order of Mr Justice Field on demr 
Teed Municipal Permanent Investment Benefit Society v Edwards and anr 
of pit from so muon of jadgt of Mr Juatice Lopes at trial an relates to 4 
ent Jan 
From Orders made on Interlocutory Motions in the Queen’s Bench and Probate, 
Divorce, and Le Divisions. 

Hutton v Scott and ors of pit from Justices Manisty and Williams setting 
Be fe notice wr ea to fr -* June + cll Sine ubnantaiionne 
@ Queen, on the prosecution of err 
v Benjamin Soott, Esq (Chamberlain) snd Tretoarettot Cioy of hone Coart app 
of R M Kerr, Esa, from Jastsooa Field and Cave refusing a Jaly 5 
Holden v The South-Kastern Ry Co of defts from rule nisi oo 
Baron Pollook and Mr Justice Mathew, action tried by Baron Hi 
Keanloy v Phillips and ors app of pit from Justices Field and Stephen retue- 
ing Tony tt to mepect documents in 2nd sohedale of deft Phillips's affidavit 
ov 
Courcier v Bardili fie Pernt Justices Denman and Manisty discharging 





v Robinson ang ors app of plt from judgt of Mr Justice Field on fo 


rule nisi for new trial of interpleader issue Nov 27 
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Cooke v Newcastle and Gateshead Water Co app ‘of defts from Mr Justice | Ship 


Hawkins to set aside \and f rof Nov 27. Cooke 
aw findings report 0: mie 4a 


order of Justices Denman and Manisty for new trial Allen and anr v Coltart 
and Coand ors app of defts Coltart & Co and ors from order of Justices Denman 


and Manisty for new trial Nov 29 
The Brash Electric Light and Power Co v Cruickshank app of pit 


Co from Justices Field and Stephen reversing order of Mr. Justice Williams 


liberty to aon aes Nov 30 
wWhison S Coopse pope ie from Justices Field and 8 ng yy Ship 


Justice Denman to set aside judgt and execution in default Nov 30 
Woodley and Co v Michell and Co app of pits from Justices Deoman and Manisty 
rule nisi for new trial act tried by Mr. Justice Hawkins Dec 1 


Ship Leon XIlI.— (Liverpool District Registry) Wardroper and ors v Owners of 
Leon XIII. app of plt from interlocutory order of Sir R. J. Phillimore 


Deo 1 
Paine v Slater of dft from Justices Denman and Manisty refusing to set aside 
on j recovered by plt Dec 5 
Farmer v Horne Horne v Farmer app of pit Farmer from Justices Denman and 
Menioty stoning order of Mr. Justice Williams Dec 5 
The N London Ry Cov The Great Northern Ry Co app of deft Co from 
aries of Seateee Fane get Shaghen.sestesining ate trem yopmnoting with Revad 


of Trade arbitration Deo 
‘Wesson Bros v Stalker of 2% Seem Braticns Dengeen ont Herth setating te 
set aside signed judgt subsequent proceedin ec 
Rio, Har, trading as Harecatl Coli and Coke Co v North Staffordshire Ry 
pits order of Justices Field and Williams on special case stated 


Co 
by arbitrator referred by Mr. Justice Lopes on summons before trial Deo 9 
of dft from order of Justices Field and Stephen for review 


I 
Semuel v Salmon and ors app of pit from Justices Denman and Manisty 
to continue interim injunction until trial gronted by Mr Justice North 
app of plt from Justices Denman and North 


to set aside order for payment out of court Deo 13 


8 

i Patan enier of Hata Denman and 

H Chamberlain v re W Chamberlain v Boyd (consolidated actions) “pp of 
4,5 and 


i 
s 
By 
g 
: 
A 
J 
5 
E 
i 


9 
Tarling v Cooper and ors app of defts from Justices Denman, Manisty and 
sume, Gateaging rule nisi for new trial action tried by Mr Justice Stephen 


The Normanton Gas Co v Pope and Pearson, limd app of defts from judgt of 
Justices Field and Williams on spc Dec 23 


883. 

Tes Sopiiel ae ——— Assocn, om thee a SPP of plt —o Justices 
wki confirming or: r Justice i eft uncon- 

ditional leave to defend Jan 1 7 Giving 
Popham vGann and anr app of dft from Justices Denman and and North dis- 
rule nisi for new trial action tried by Mr. Justices Mathew at West- 

minster Janl 
Jervis v Debenham and anr app of pit from Justices Denman, Maniaty, and 
North discharging rule nisi tor new trial action tried by Mr. Justice Williams 
at Gloucester Jan 2 
Pomtney v Clayton spp of dft from rule nisi discharged by Mr. Justice Denman 
aciagy “raid iseenting action tried by Mr. Justice Williams at Shrews- 
an 


FROM PROBATE, setae ms AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION. 
or Hearing. 
Appeals from Order made on Interlocutory Motions. 
Ge) 


z 


Ship Leon XIII. (Liverpool D R) Wardroper and ors v Owners of Ship Leon 

XII app of deft from order of Sir R J Phi re Decl 
(Divorce). 

Frances O’Mslley v Bryan O’Malley app of Bryan O’Malley from order of the 

President rejecting apln for custody of children Dec 14 


Appeals from Final Judgments. 
Mason v Mason and McClure fa The from dismissal of by the 
v . F. Meson 
redheat lor dtcneletion of mastoge July 25 ee 


Rose, t 
a mtr rerd na Henry adage OT am Agnes Rose from order of the 


(Admiralty) without 


Assessors. 
Ship ¥. Bannister v Owners of Ship Fano of defts 
3 Phil td Pp y spp from judgt of Sir 


imore June 28 


Snip Mathilde Bannister v Owners of Ship Mathilde app of defts from jadgt | In ~ aaased Godfrey v Faulkner act, 


of Sir R J Phillsmore June 28 


Ship Renpor Owners of the Mary Louisa and her Master and Crew v Owners of | Salkeld v Laidlaw 


of deft Co from Justices Denman and Manisty ~ Hector (consolidated actions) 
28 reight app of defts from jadgt of Sir R J Phillimore April 1 


of defts Dempsey and Harrison from ~*~ Leo Edward Faller v 
the Leo app of pits from jadgt of Sir R J Phillimore Ma 
Ship Shirley Parchase and ors-v Owners 
cols frome Sates oe Ee June 1 
Ship Rigsborg Minde Hodson, Clerk of Trustees of Aire and Calder Navgn y 
Owners of the Rigsborg Minde app of defts from judgt of Sir RJ P. 


7 
ma Gen Steam Navgn Co and ors v Owners of Gemma app of deft 
from judgt of Sir R J Phillimore July 22: 

Ship Carmona Dixon and anr v Ownersof Carmona app of defts from judgt of 


Phillimore 


J 


Sir RJ Phillimore July 28 
Ship Virgo er and ors Vv 


The assessor cases on 
assessor cases will come into the 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 

CHANCERY DIVISION. 
Hivary Sirtines, 1883. 

Causes for trial or hearing. 

(Set down to Thursday, January 4th, 

clusive, 

Before Vice-Chan Bacon. 

Cauees for Trial (with witnesses and 

without witnesses). 

Sampson v Webb act 

Townsend v Lloyd’s Banking Co act, 


wits 
Goulter v Roumieu act 
Stanley v Grundy act 
Transferred from V.C, Hall, Mr. Jus- 
tice Fry, and Mr. Justice Chitty, 
urauant to an order dated May 25, 


882. 
Goldemid v Gt Eastern Ry <<" on 


wits ry, 
Gale v Bailward act, wits Fry, J 
Aubin v Knight act and m for j, wits 

pt hd Fry, J 


Set down sinca Transfer. 

The Royal Exchange Bank rimi v 

Me litan Bank limd act, wits 

Rose v Compton act, wits 

Neck v Moore act, wits 

Joicey v Joicey m for j 

Matual Life Assurance Society v Paget 
act 

Hammond v Lord Ashburton act, wits 

Penfold v Stromeyer act, wits 

Inre W Gale Blake v Gale act 

Rees v Kiog act 

InreMA Green v Green act 

In re Sadler Smith v Sadler fo 

In re Coulard Olding v Hayden act 
and m f 

Coote, jun v Jadd & Co (QB) act 

The Mutual Life Assurance Society v 
Cannel act and m fj 

Tuarnour v Owen fo 


Transferred from Mr Justice Py, Mr 
Justice Kay, and Mr Justice Chitty, 
pursuant to order dated Nov 17, 1882, 

Parry v Noble act 

Cooper v Met Board of Works act, wits 

Sedgwick v Thomas act 

JonesvGE Ry Co act, wits 

In re Fielden Fielden v Little act 


act, wits 
In re Newton Newton v Birkett aot, 





snd the Master thereot ft 
are app of pits from judgt of Sir R J Philli 


Elin Owners of the Paria v Owners of the Elin aod Freight app 
Crow of the Blin (interveners) from jadgt of Sir R J Phillimore on sp 0 a 


(Admiralty) with Assessors. 
1882. 
Owners of Au 


ilson, Sons, & 


tus v Owners of Heotor and 
Co Owner of the Hope v Owners 
of iT Shirley and Freight app of 


Owners of the Virgo and Freight app 


Reading 
of defts from judgt of Sir RJ Phillimore Aug 1 
N.B.—The Admiralty appeals will be taken with the Queen’s Bench Appeals, 
days hs, appointed by the court. The 


non- 
hearing in the order of date of setting 


down. The Probate and Divorce Appeals will be taken with the Chancay 


Appeals. 
FROM THE eee  Teeeebend COURT. 

re scree ame 

ure x le 
In re Robins Ex parte Rusecll 
In re Pooley Ex parte Horncastle and Pimber 
In re Reynolds Ex parte Grimwade 
In re Paimer Ex parte Palmer 
In re Walton Ex parte Hudson 
In re Jones and anr Ex parte Nicholls 
In re Humphreys Ex parte Thomas 
In re Ritso Ex parte Ritso 
In re Wilcoxow ag parte Griffith 
In re Campbell Ex parte Riches 
In re Sherwia Ex parte Sherwin 





Newton v Curtis act, wits 
Titchmarsh v King mfj 

In re Davison Davison v McFarlane at 
Beale v Romer act, wits 

Kaye v Quartz Hill Consolidated, &, 
Co act, wits 

Egerton v Egerton act 

Dawpier vInman m fj 

Owen v Warner mfj 

In Gainey Sherman v Kendall a, 


wi 
Young v Middleton act 
Collyer v Isaacs act, wits 
In = Harding, Harding v Dickinsa 


m f j 
Vickerman v Longbourne act, wits 
Lingard-Monk v Jenkins act, wits 
Gregory v Richmond aot, wits 
Toner v Pedder act, wits 
Rowe v Eburne act and m fj, wits 
In re Dernier, Butt v Anthony act 
In re Clarke, Dawes v Clarke act, wit! 
Strickland v Kingwell aot, wits 
General Credit, &, Co v Clegg # 
and m f j, wits “ 
In re Hopcroft, Hoporoft v Hoporlt 
King’ "King act, wits : 

ing v 
In re Butley Rutley v Rutley act. 
Barlow v Vestry of Kensington 


wits 

Grant v Worshipfal Company of Baker 
act, wits 

In re Burslem Green v Buralom % 
wits 


Forrest v Shore act, wits 
In re Sherry London and County, & 


In re Nation Nation v Hamilton 
In re Cook Cook v Cook act 
Hardy v Wilmot act, wits 

MoNeil v Charsley act, wits 
Ridgway v Cary act and pet, wits 
Bowness v Archibald act, 

Itter v Burns act, wits 

Miller vGugenheim acts, wits 

feon v Allen act, wits 
&0, Coal Co v Cory act, wilt 

Jones-v Smith act 

Ia re Newman Newman v Jaques! 
Stone v Robinson mf ‘ 
Smart v Cowley mf j 

Pedrazzoli v Dellagana act, wits — 
Barrett v Blanchard act, wits 
English v Murray aot, wits 
Gareay. «Haru -oih 

urney Vv m 
Morgan v Scott act, wits 





wilg 


Sianderd Bank v Billings eat, wit 


Cov Terry act ‘ 
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Elliott v Beard wits 
Dreyfes V _tedlting Setond Co act, wits 
Peravian Guano Co v Bockwooldt act, 


wits 
Smith v Andrews act, wits 
Ainsworth v Linaker, Rabone v Linaker 


act, wits 
In re Futcher, Futcher v Fatcher act, 


wits 
v Wallingford act, wits 
coe Cooper, Hall, & Co act, wits 
Teebay v Manchester, &c, Ry Co act, 


wits 
Wood v Partington act, wits 
Whiter v Gill act, wits 
Adye v Lord Wimborne ast, wits 
Geere v Universal Steam Tram Car Co 


aot, wits 
Western v Marke act, wits 


Set down since last Transfer. 
In re Smith, Hooper v Smith fur con 
Rogers v Rogere m fj 
Attorney General v Arckoll act 
In re Andrews, Belt v Andrews f con 
Key v Wright wm fj 
Keyv Wright mf j 
Shurman v Sedgwick act 
Wood v — fur con and sumns 
In re Hockley, Hardwicke v Colebrooks 

con 


for 
Inre T E Jones, Jones v Jones mf 
Howard v Howard m f j (short) 
Dennis v Crompton & Co act 
Milner’s Safe Co v Grica m fj (short) 
Samev Greetham wm f j (short) 
Samev Ellis m fj — 
Samev Withers mf j (short) 
Witham v Brooks act, wits 
Forder v Pugh m fj (short) 

vCox mf j (short) 

Wateon v Jobnson act 
Matthews v Longmore m fj 
Klein v The Real and Personal Ad- 

vance Co act, wits 
Laurence v Cohen act, wits 


Adjourned Summonses. 
lore The Taurine, &0, Co pt hd 
Dreyfas v Peruvian Guano Co (2) 
Peruvian Guano Co v Bock woldt 
4 v International Ocean Telegraph 


Vickerman v Longbourne 

levy v Moss 

Kennedy v Lyell 

Brown v Bluck and two motions 
-General v Humphry 

IntePayne Randle v Payne 

ln re oy gg Provident Insurance So- 


, &o 
neteas, Eastwood v Clark (2) 
Inte Taylor, Jones v Edwards 
Wetinghouse v Midland Ry Co 
Before Mr. Justice Fry. 
Causes for Trial (with witnesses). 

v Courtenay act restored 
Torrens act (not before Jan 21) 
v Bellyse act 
vEcoles Commrs act restored 

v Davie act 
(Bart) v Padwick act 
Vv Metropolitan Ry Co act 


Transferred from V.C. Hall by order 
oe 27, 1882. 
v Clay act 
France v Clarke act 
la re Beaumont Henson v Beaumont 


Cltky Evans act 


Transferred from Mr. Justice Chitty by 
order dated Feb. 27, 1882. 

Taylor v Calverley aot & m for j 

Ieiva v Hunt act 


if 


v 


Eiger 


act 
v Met RyCo act 


Set down since last Transfer. 
Inte Carriage Co-operative Supply As- 


Wood taper act 





act 
v aot 
Meux Chael Pecctinath 
lute The International Finance Soolety 


(Gaim of W. H 
ln re The Game fenton on FP. F. 


Sup Wegualia’ aot 


, Foden v Oates act 


In re Austin Collins v Peters act 
Young v Winter act 

Inre Mason Mason v Cattley act 
Barnett v Achurch act 

Inns of Court Hotel Cov Savory act 
Sharp v Vibert act 

In re Potter Rees v Faulkner: act 
Nixon v Sheldon Sheldon v Nixon act 
Sayers v Collier act 
Lyon v Harrison act & m forj 
Compton v Preston act 

Sheldon v Nixon act 

In re Gooon Brogden v Holmes act 
Liddell v Newall act 

Prior v Batch act 

Edwards v Prior act 

Davies v Turner act 

Chapman v Clarke act 

Ager v Peninsular &c Navigtn Co act 
Mason v a <4 act ne 
Attorney-General v Lyne 

Barber v Blaiberg act pt hd 
Edwards v Cory act 

Local Board &c of Witham v Oliver act 
Hawley v Carnel act 

Render v Render act 

Ager v Blacklock act 

Charles v Smith act 

West London Dairv Socy v Abbott act 
Tbe Lydney and Wigpool Iron &0 Co v 


Bird act 
Webb v;Smith & Goldsmith act 


Adjourned Sammonses. 

In re Hall Colley v Wilson 

In re Thomson Thomson v Somerville 
to be mentioned 

Skinver v Todd : 

In re Turner Bosley v Turner No 
2,067 pt hd 

In re Turner Bosley v Turner No 
"2,082 pt hd 

In re Smith Green v Smith 

Townsend v Townsend 

Coventry v Coventry 

In re Devala Provident Gold Co, & 
Carrington v Black 

Forster v Bristol, &0, Ry Co 

Gilroy v Stephen 

Kaight v Thompson 

Fleming v Hardcastle 

In re The Carriage Co-operative Supply, 


&o, Co 
In re Birt Birt v Birt 
In re Smith and Stotts Coutt 
Nichols v Evans 
In re Mason Mason v Cattley 
The Cardiff, &c, Coal Co v Cory (expte 
T pgs Mec anr) 
Same v Same (expte J Cory and anr) 
West of England, &c, Bank v Murch 
In re Sands to Thompson and V and P 


Act 
In re Quick Alken v Quick 
Barbar v Mackrell 
In re Pemberton Pemberton v Pem- 
berton 
French v Municipal, &c, Investment Co 
Yorke vy Hardwicke 


Causes for Trial (without Witnesses), 
and Further Considerations, 

Wilson v De Coulon act 

Coney v Tennant fo 

In re Stringer, Stringer v Sheldon mf j 

Dyer v Wilson fo 

Rotherham v Beeby act 

In re Jones, Jones v Jones spc 

In re T Elgar, Jones v Elgar fc 

Thompson v Caldwell fc 


In re Facy, Chaster v Dawe fc 
Guthrie v Walrond 2ad fo 

Elers v Harvey fo & sums 

In re J Robson, Whitting v Simon 


m for A 
Hart v Gilbert 2nd fo 
Ames v Taylor f c 
Ia re Fox, Fox v Lucas spo 
Norman v Templeman fo 
In re Moore, Moore v Johnson sp o 
In re Radcliffe, Radcliffe v Pater fo 
In re WS Lindsay, Lindsay v Ayrton 


c 
Ellison v Ellison far con 
Wilkins v Abbott act 
Feversham v Davall m for j 
Inre Boddington Boddington v Clairatt 


act 
med Soott Blagbrough v Scott m 


In re C T Latham, Weston v Dee sp c 
Edwards v Prior act 7 
In re H Gardner, 


fo 
Abnett v Gingell mf j 
Chisholm v Catiz Waterworks Co fo 


Roberts v Young fo 
In re Lund, Middleton v Lund fc 
Gibbings v Strong m fj 
eee Pigott, Smyth y Pigott act & 
mtry 
French v Municipal Permanent Invest- 

ment, &c,Co mfj 

Helas v Armstrong act 
Green v Marsh act 
In re Mor Griffiths v Morgan f o 
In re Leslie Leslie v French act 
Higgs v Hill fo 
In re Shaw Crook v Shaw feo 
Tn re Frith Norton v Bradley fc 
In re Cross v Tennison fo 
In re Seymour ar v Hall act 
In re Walters Stone v Walters fo 
Ballard v Tomlinson act 
Ewin v Bramwell m fj 
Drew v Laing act 
Austin v Murray fc 
Inre Denney Dixon v Denney m fj 
In re Visct Exmouth Visct Exmouth 
vPraed mfj 
In re Bellamy Pickard v Holroyd spc 
Nicholas v Nicholas fo 
Hunter v Ramegate Tramways Co act 
In re Hunt Robey v Hunt act 
In re Whale Whale v Dangerfield fc 
In re Bowen Bearcroft v Bearcroft 
m f j (short) 
Corbstt v Lewin m fj (short) 


Before Mr. Justice Kay. 
Causes for Trial (with witnesses.) 
In re Mutton Matton v Matton act 
Angus v McLachlan act ; 
Elliott v Bidder act 
Co of Proprs of Norfolk Estuary ¥ 
King’s Lynn Dock Co act 
Hill v Williams act 
Manchester &c Bank v Dalglish act 
Greene v Latsean act 
Westaway v Hedger act 
Daw v Prowse act 
Bacon v Camphausen act 
Carey v Birch act 
Trivick v Brill act 
Minnberson v Furnace 
Inglis y Combe act 
Crosse v Waller act 
Howe v Stainforth act 
Surrey, &c, Canal v Hawley act 
Austin ¥ Accideat Assurance Co, limd 


act 
Shoolbred v Edwards act 
Nicol v Beaumont act 
Nixey v Webb act 
Bliss v Ricketts act 
Howell v Pink act 
Wright v Duffy act 
Heald v Sharples act 
Leverett v Stearn act 
In re Byrom, Moss v Byrom act 
Freer v Bockett act 
Lancaster Banking Co v Brogdea act 
Hoyne v Kelly act 
Seagrave v Kelly act and m fj 
Hobbs v Lacey act 
Brock v Vorley act 
In re Croucher, Croucher v Croucher 
act 
Wateon vChristia act 
Phillips v Phillips act 
Chester v Goble act and m fj 
Bullock v Richards act and m fj 
Phillips v First Avenue Hotel Co act 
Silver Valley Mines v Beal act 
Stibbard v Black act 
Cooper v Roche act 
Tap “y v Widdowson aot 
Iogold v Powell act 
King v Lucas act 
Cosby v Watson act 
In re Stainer Stainer v Joyce act 


Farther Considerations. 
In re Hall Hall vy Hall fc 
Burden v Burden fo 
inn De bach, Engelbach v Eagel- 
Cc 





act 





In te alley Tronsdale v Hayes fc 








» Gardner v Beaumont 


nat Richards, Richards v Winter, 
t 

In re Gibbs, Wood v Gibbs fc 
Duffield v Duffield fo 
Charlton v Rolleston f c and peta 
Tarner v Sheriff fe 


Serutton v Jaquet feo 
Inre WH Clare BarryvClare fc& 
sumns 


In re v fo 
In re v Breedon fc 
In re T F Cocker Cocker v 

2nd fc 


Gamman v Smith f 
loos Wa Lay 
v con 
In re W Teplon lor v Ley fur con 
In ws dames Genie Gisokdse Gem 
mick fur con (short) 
p Cooke, Flack is 
n re v con 
Cakebread v Cakebread fi 


v lar con 

In se Hall, Parke v Hall fur con 

Att-Gen v Scholfield far con & sumns 

In re Forrest, In re Thorpe, Forrest v 
Parkins fur con 


In re AB Peters Peters v 
rt) 


Causes for Trial (without witnesses). 
The Republic of Peru vy Ruzo m ford 
Esdaile vy Payne act 
Esdaile v Barnett act 

In re Todd, Apps v Todd act 
Peach v Thompson act 


mfj 
Price v Price act and m fj 
Dance v Francis m fj 
Howe v Smith 
Barnard v Groves m fj 

Ia _ Hitchcock, Williams v Williams 
mt) 

Thring v Salter special case 
Follett v Pettman special cave & m fj 

Skinner v Pike act and m fj 

Caswall v Caswall act 

In te Vyevan, Whiteleld Vyvyee 

n re Vyvvan, i Vv act 

Lovell v Wallis actand mf j 

Lewis v Bailey act 


Davey m tj 
— &o, Authority v Lawson 


mn 
ibiseed © hienseins ah teak dias 
act 


act 
In re T. Davies, Bediake v Pascall sp c 
Evans v Evans Jones v Evans act & 


m fj 
nel Se Graham v Massey 
In re Branford Blake v Viecent act 


Bonette act 
In re John Baker Baker wv Tilsey 
m fj (short) 
Ta re Suphia Laver Bright v Jackson 
m f j (ehort) 
Guald v Tuiee act 
Gould v p ° 
Baleer v Femae m fj (short) 
Harrison v Ethott m fj (short) 
Corrie v in 
Saloms 
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In re Lillie’s Estate, Lillie v Caswell 
pg v Homfray 
In re Graham, Graham v Graham 
In re 8 S Barber Christie v Sweet (Ex 
parte W Barber No 1) 
In re John Barber, Christie v Sweet (Ex 
parte W Barber No 2) 
In re Waller, Waller v Waller 
Hales v Morris 
In re R Daniell’s Estate, Mitchell v 
Davies, In re C J Davis, & 
= re — = of og vote nag | 
re gbham Brewery, &c, 
; Co, —, Co’s Acts 
ames v Yo! 
In re Mann's Kstate, Dinn v Aldridge 
In re The Cambrian Minivg Co, & 
In re Mesers Hileary & Taylor 
Ponsonby v Hartley 
In re The Standard Bank of London, 


E 
Prestney v Mayor, &c, of Colchester 
Evans v The Mona Mines, limd 
Prestney v Mayor, &c, of Colchester 
In re Brandford’s Estate, Brandford v 


Brandford 
In re The English and French Bank 
and Co’s Acts 
In re Baskin’s Estate, Baskin v Baskin 
In re Olive, Olive v Westerman 
Ia re Pemberton, Davies v Hough 
n re Pem avies v Houghton 
N.B.—By order dated December 22, 
Causes and Matters assigned to and 
pending before Mr. Justice Kay, _ 
transferred until further Order, to 
Mr. Jastice PEARSON. 





Before Mr. Justice Currry. 

Causes for Trial (with witnesses). 
Skipworth v Sayle act 
Hoole v Browa act 
Klinker vy Newton act 
Nichols v Nichols act 
Vint v Hudspith act (1880—V—046) 
Vint v Hudspith act (1880—V—047) 
Lumb v Mackerell act 
In re Eltiot, decd Hardy v Elliot act 
sa re Morant, decd Morant v Manson 


Thomas v Palin act 

London & North-Western Ry Co v 

Consitn = Leyland (Li I) 
v act (Liverpoo 

Coates v London Works, limd sums and 

act (cross-exmn.) by order 

Stevenson v Hooper ad sums with wits 


Hutchins v Butler motn to be treated 
as trial of act with wits by order 
In re J. Reed pet with wits by order 

Hewett v act 

In re Defries, decd Nordon v Levy 
act 

In re James Truman’s Est Dawbarn v 
Truman adj sums 

Sheppard v Hove] adj sums 

Dixon v Watson act 

In re Hy Taylor's Estate Taylor v 
Taylor (Hodgson’eclaim) adj sumns 

Bewen v Weichel act & mf j 

McAndrew v Indian Mammoth Gold 
Mines ld act 

Oldreve v Knowles (Nash’s case) adj 
sumns with witns by order 

In re Bing wg * yn al Cb “ Oroide ”’ 

‘aylor to rectify 

register with witns by order 

Law v Garrett act 

Davies v Chisholm act 

— v Globe Accident Insurance Co 


meee, &c, of Norwich vy Browne act 

De Zaceato v Fairbolme act 

In re Maddever, decd Three Towns 
Banking Cold v Maddever act 

Owen v Emery (1882—O0—110 
Owen v Emery {1882-01115 

Backbonse v Alcock act 

Bell vy Bell act 

Chatterley v Nicholls act 

Tomkins v Whale act 


act 
act 


Sumburg Mining Cov Hamilton act & 


sumone (trassferred from Q B Division) 
Mapleson vy Hutchinson act (May |) 


tag terre hyr dee tebe 


Acts (Thompeon’s claim) adj sumns 
with wits by order 
decd Adams v Adams 


In re Adams, 
oo (1881—A —1, 165) 


In re The Patent Nut and Bolt Co and 


Bristow v Dickinson act 
Goldschmidt v Oddy act 
Barlow v Daw 


Trade Marke Act (Ibbetson’s opposi- 
tion) expte the Co adj sumns 


act 

Backhouse v Robson act & m fj 

— v Toe Gas Light oad Coke 
— 


‘0 
<2 &Cov Edmonds act 

Ba lmore v Watson act 

Langen v Tate act 

Bages, Ratcliffa, & Gretton v Simonds act 

Williamson v Coward act 

Palliser v County of Gloucester Banking 

Co act &mfj 

In re William a decd ” savmasat 

lain v Piummer act & m 

by Jenene Local Board v Piggot 


Scott v Secretary of State for India in 
Council act 
Bolton v Swansea and Mumbles Ry Co 


act 
Altv Norman act 
Minto v Clark act 
Galliers v Galliers act 
Cutler v Picard act 
Duckworth v Anderson act 
Muggeridge v Vivian act & m fj 
Wootton v Strudwick mfj 
Young v Fawous act 
Leah v Clegg act 
Bevington v Harnshaw act 
Johnson v Rock Permanent Building 
Society act 
Sumner v Williams act 
Needham vy Champion act 
Freeman v Freeman act 
Beasley v Beasley act 
Marshall v Harvey act 
Bown v Humber and ors act 
Wallis vy Watson act 
In re Giilcher Electric Light and 
Power Co, limd (appletn of Choisy 
and anr) motn to rectify register 
with witas by order 
Hotchkiss v The Gardner Gun Co act 
Groves v Lucas act 
Woodward v Harvey act 
In re Maria Young, decd Rickett v 
Inkpen act & pein 
Cleather v Twisden act 
Desn v Twisden act 
Bryant v Young act 
London Financial Association, limd v 
Kelk and ors act 
Mandy v Morrish act 
Footit v Newton act 
Sadler v Marks Sadler v Marks act 
In re Dale, decd Dale v Dale act 
In re Armitage, decd Smith v Armi- 
tage act 
Lounds v Homer act 
Taylor v Hoare act 
Tone v Preston act 
Smith v Land and House Property 
Corporation, limd act 


Forther Considerations. 
Casson v Casson feo pthd 
In re George Basham Hannay v 

Basham fe pt hd 
In re Wm yey aa Kerfoot v 
Kerfoot fc (80 
Harrison v Rhodes fe pt hd 
Weld v Knight fo 
Weld v Weld fc 
bast « tod Parke, decd Morton v Parke 


Crickms v Frask fc (shor') 
Frere v Frere fo 
In re McRae, decd CollisvMcRae fc 
Pinkerton vy Eastman fo (short) 
Griffitbe vParry fe 


Lewis fc 
Lawson v Liwan fe 


_— v_ Perceval 


Mayd v Mayd fc 
In re Fox, decd Pedduck vy Fox fc 
Brieslmann v Smith fc 


Johnstone fc 


decd Duff v Sanderson 
In re David Griffiths, decd Griffiths v 
In re Alexander Barker, decd Water- 


Waterhouse v 
Raynes fc 
as Jno Saville, decd Totty v Mitchell 


In re Johnstone, decd Johnstone v 


In re Acton Tiedall 
Tindall demr to 


Causes for Trial (without witnesses). 
In re The South Essex Equitable Invest- 
ment & AdvanceCo adj sums & mtn 


pt hd 
Taylor v Williams adj sums 
me i _ — Bank (Tooze’s case) 
x. re Dronfield Silkstone Coal Co (2) 

sums 

Hoyland v Lewin apc 
In re The hey — Society 
(Gilbert’s case) 
Purcell v Purcell  ellry v Treffry 
Trinder v Kendal adj sums 
Gray v Fanart rag sp c & m for 
In re Sumburgh Mining Co Coliver’s 
case) adj sums 
Cardigan v Carzon-Howe adj sums 
In re Hills, decd Hills v Grove y 
In re Rooke, decd Birmingham Con- 
queens Bldg Society v Beddoes 
sp c & m for j 
Coward v Caro adj sums 
Bayley v Gt Western Ry Co spc 
Alleyne v Alleyne spo 
In re Deptford Crook Bridge Co & 
Bevan’s Contract adj sums (2) 
In re Coburn & Young adj sums 
In re Sumbargh Mining Co &Co’s Acts 
(Walker’s case) adj sums 
In re Equitable Marine Insurance Co Id 
(King’s case) adj sume 
na a, decd Childe Pemberton v 
== - Faun deed Jackson v Jackson 


tan re S Lart, decd Blades v Bezor act 
Thomas v Viner ott 

Viner v Thomas 

Glamorganshire Bankiog Co v Davies 


m fj 
ies re Natt, decd Walton v Natt act 
Attorney-General v Corporation of 
Dartmouth act 
In re Northern Counties of England 
Fire Insurance Co (Gilliat’s Case) 
limd 


dead Worsley v 


adjd sumns 
In re Lager Beer Brewery, 
(Schroder’s claim) adjd sumos 
In re Great Eastern pesos bY Co, limd 
(John Tauner’s case) 
In re The Same On, limd i‘¢denry Ward 
Tanner’s case) adj sume 
In re Brown’s Estate Pothecary v 
Little (Power & ors’ claim) adj sumns 
In re M A B Wilkinson, decd ilkin- 
son v Wilkinson adjd sumns 
In re H_N Pym, a Solicitor adjd sumns 
In re Hick’s Estate Gervis v Hooper 
adjd sumns 
Inre Hulkes, deod, Powell v Hulkes 
act (8 O till completion of evidence) 
Castell v Hutchinson act 
Duke of a v Brand act 
Dent v Dent act 
In re T W Edwards’s Estate Harding 
v Scott adjd sumns 
In re Pensam, decd Dyer vy Pensam act 
In re Artistic Colour Printing Co 1d 
(Chap éll’s case) adj sumas 
In re Smith, Knight, & Co, ld adj sums 
Syersv Blenkarn act 
Vive v Raleigh adj sumns 
Wilson v Duguid spc & mf 
asin te ome astern Indus’ Perma- 
t Building Society & Schott and 
v4 & P Act adj sumns 
Farnell v Farnell ae eumns 
Musgrove v Turner 
Inre Arbon, decd ‘Arbon vBurt mfj 








In re Angove, a Solicitor adj eumns 


In re Lines and Prudential 








Assnce 
limd, and V and P Act adj sumng 4, 
In re J. H. Bell, deod (Parker's dai) 

Lave v Bell adjd sumns 
es v | d Scaradale special cay 
and m f 
Dahne v Lovegrove 
Prichard v Harper special case eau mij 
In re The Mercantile Mutual Marin, 
Insurance Assocn, limd adj sums 
Foster v Eleley adj sumns 















Fletcher v Hadwen PE Les, 

In re Thorley, decd Foden v horley 
spe&mtj 

Powerscourt to vy Op. 






cpeaive Sooliy and V 8 F Aa a 


a, ’s Estate Sargeant v 
Weld v Weld Weld Knight oh 


nee re +, Smith’s Estate Smithy 
France adj sumns 
ine amy yng, decd Ede v By 


In vs S eenl, decd Burnett v Footur 


my ° Northern Counties Bank 1d (De. 
nell’s case) adj sumns 

In re Hinchliffe, decd Hinchliffy y 
Hinchliffe so *& m for j j 

In re Storforth Lane Colliery Co i 


(Whatley’s case Ba Sm 
In re Sophia Phillip’s Estate Jacobsy 
I wrtun e ts Colli Co ld ( 

n re itts Co. _ ex 

Lloyd) adj sumn 4 
In re Anna vom Estate Higgs: 
Spurgeon adj samne 
In re Northern ee he. | 


(Hutchinson’s case) 
In re Joseph Wright & ow (claims) Ci 


suc3s 

Pawsey v Armstrong adj sums 

In re H A Revell’s Estate (claim of Lor 
and anr) adj sums 

In re W Pearson’s Estate Foster: 
Pearson adj sums 

Peruvian Guano Cov Raw adj sum 

ge oat ~~ Hoxton Estate Charity 4j 
Pe = > The Fire Insurance C i 

(ex pte Freeman) adj sums 

Boardman v Boardman act (re-trim 

ferred from V C Bacon) 

In re Midland Land and Investma 

Corporation ld (claim of Command 

Sewers) adj sums 

In re alker’s Estate Walker 1 

Walker adj sums 

Blanshard v Hyde adj sums 

In re Hopkins’s Keiate 

Clutton adj sumns 

In re Jao Graves (review taxation) # 

sums 

Weld v Spearman ac 

Tas * Bowyer, decd Biddulph v Asta 


Tar Stratford, decd Malcolm y Si 
ord sc 

In re The Rosedale and Ferry && 
adj sumns 

Wills v Luff act 

Willans v Greene 

tes The Te fein &o © dj 


Stevenson ¥ MoCall act 
Elliot v The Felling Coal Iron § 
se se Cold act 
v Robinson 
In re td Shaw, deod Stephens 
Shaw act 
st James = Ovemp, decd Brya 


arston 
Sutoliffs v Trembling act & mf 
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In re Newton, decd Dunn v Dann spo | In re Warner's Settled Estate V 
Todd v Cracknell mf ot. Settled Estate and V & P Act 
In re Mercer, decd yard v Lake | sumns 
m fj Wykeham v M ve mfj 
Clayton vDay act Attorney-Gen v Duke of Neo 
Carter v Hine adj sumns land adj sumns 
Conybeare v Lewis adj sumns In re Doble, decd Doble 
In re Queenborough Chemical Society | D 
(Bagehole’s case) adj sumns In re a. Land & Co (Nicol’s 
Stevens v Mid Hants Ry Co adj sumne| adj eumns 
Gray v Lucas adjd sumos In re Briton Ferry and Swanses 
Io Lo Le 8 Estate Bacon was Co (Clayton's claim) 
v For 
In re Childer’s Estate Wilkinson v we (on pte Willmer) 
Richardson adjd sumns “a wauun a &o = Oe 
Chaytor v Straubenzee spacial case with non-wits acte, ye 
In re and Gillman adj sumns | Parker v Hecks 






Sykes v Beadon re 
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ine B & Does, deed Darton v Allen 
ate Metyel Insurance Co v Huth 


Pha he Vv Dible ut (short) 

Prince v P’ act 

In re Latin nd decd Turner v Ham- 
mond act (short 

v Clarke act 


ibbons v Barnett m 
Giese SO Hy Co act 


Wyatt 3d seesngaand aot 
In re Duon, decd Taylorv Dana mf 
ehort 


boy ‘band & Investment Corptn v 
MViect Sudley & ors act 
_ bell re Munch’s Trade Mark adjd 


In re fae Juste, decd Garbott v James 
In re WM Clapp, decd Walford v 
MoIntosh act (short) 


v Hawkins, act 
Blakey v Fieldhouse = 
Hickman v Saunders 
h te Chirger Cotton Shed Co (Edmond- 
gon’s case) adjd eu 
Inre The Same Co (Barker's case) adjd 


Smith v Tennant action & motn for 
Linh deod Chetwynd v Morgan 
a Parvie, decd Ramsay v Reed 


Hare v Stephens m tj 
Coulter v Streeton act 
ile Reeves act 
Sstow v Satow act 
Casson v Pickles act 
Burton v Beeely m fj 
Oosv Stimson m fj (short) 
Heddon v Dickinson m fj 
Ward v Sharp act 


Before Mr. Justice PEARSON. 
Causes for Trial (with woiannnes}. 
In re Sh Sharpe v Sharpe act 
in _— act ‘ 
v Young ac 
Plumptre v Blaxlaad act 
v Ashwin act 
Co, limd v Heath act, wits 
Ward v Ward act, wits 
Pledger v Seabrook act, wits 
Tram ferred from Sir C. Hall, Mr Justice 
Fry, and Mr. Justice Chitty, by order 
dated May 25, 1882. 
VC Hall 


Dodd vBrown act 
Copper v Smith act, wits 

= v v Army and Navy & apply 
act chine? J 


inid & Co v een Bros & Co 


aby v Cardiff District &© Trams Co 
VC Hall 
Atvet Bituminous Rock &o Co v 





Churchward sot Pry, J 
Waterford v Hill act Fry, J 
Gandy v Reddaway act Fry, J 

vKnaggs act Fry, J 
Smith v Hamilton act Fry, J 


v Molyneux act &m fj 


Chitty, J 
Trehearne vy Colman act Chivy, J 
Boyoton v Green act Chitty 


lnre ne Harcourt, deod Danby v Tasker 





hitty, J 
Butcher v Frith aot Chitty, J 
er v Lamb act Chitty, J 


dv Spooner act and m fj 
Chitty, J 
Dodd v Midland Ry Co act Chitty, J 
Povener v Proctor act restored 
erred from Mr. Ji oer Say 
by order dated Nov. 17, 1882. 
Roberts v Trythall act 











Corbett v , Plowden ‘act 
Pagh v Williams act 

Palmer v Mackenzie act 

Barrow v Nicholson act 

Jean Luie v Lewis act 

Badische sate and Soda Fabrik v 
Levinstein 

Gosnell v Bene Hayman v Gosnell 
act 


Beck v Cullam act 
Goodman v Batty act 
In re ‘omar deed Taylor v Harrison 


Davis v Hoyle act 
Knell v Walker act 
Barratt v Thornton act 
pres any A v Symonds - inti tat 
bary Ry Carriage and yr 0, 
v San Paolo Brazilian Ry Co, limd 
Howard v The Same Co act 
Taylor v Thompson = 
Epo v Hooke 
lackwell, decd a 


Hart v Hobbs act 
Roots v Snelling a0 
a v Municipal Permanent Tavest- 


Mackenzie v Mackenzie 
Horsfall v Huddersfield *Sanking Co 


act 

In re a ae decd Musgrave v 
Sandeman act 

mi = Brooks, decd Hubbard v Cramp 


Taylor v Kirby act 
Berridge v Pease act 
In re Sole, decd Smyth v Brisco 


a& 
Brake vAllen act 


‘Pearson v Woodburne aet 


Minns v Bidder act & m fj 

Mayott v Woollings ac 

In re Corfield, decd Brisco v Dawson 
act 


Clever v Howe counter claim 
Theobald v Elwyn act 

Colev Hasler act 

Wicksteed v Biggs | act 

Ottley v Irvine 

Ia re Fox, deod Hallett v Ellis 
Cope v Payne act 

Mills v Hardwick act 
Kendrick v Roberts act 
Brunker v Forrester act 
Kamekill vy Edwards act 
Penley v Anstruther act 
Payne v Payne act 
Green v Humphreys 
Hyland v Lewis 
Evans v Griffith act 
Alwenv Graham act 
Espirv Masnwaring act 

Bernstein v Williams aot 

— v University Life Assce Scy 


Wilkinson v Squire act 

Hotson v Slipper act 

Cresswell v Ciark act 

Sculthorpe v Sculthorpe act 

Morgan v Games act 

Smith v v Hurst act 

In re Pugh, decd Williams v Pogh 


act 
Hall v Bovey act 
Sheffiela Waterworks v Bingham act 
Clarke v Bassett act 
Pringle v Pierce act 
Condon v Vollum act 
Kensit v Great Eastern Ry Co act 
Blyth v Gainness Mahon & Co aot 
Barrett v White act 
Inre Loe, deod Loe v Loe 
=s re Smith, decd Campbell Smith 


Birch v Mather act 

N.B.—Duriog the Winter Circuit Baron 
Pollock will take actions assigned to 
Mr Justice Pearson, and for that pur- 
pose will sit in the Queen’s Bench, 
Court 1, on Tuesday, January 16, and 
on Peer Weaneadays, Fridays, 
and Saturdays uatil further notice. 


act 


act 





HIGH COURT 


OF JUSTICE. 


QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION, 
Mtppuxsex.—Hitary Srrrive, 1883. 
This list contains all actions entered in the Queen’s Bench Division in. which notice 


of trial has ven, and also 


has been oi otk en of trial ceean tees judge eee ny, pun tes and including | 2th 


The 


8 which have 


for trial sre omitted from this list. “my Seth them as become 


all actions in the Chancery a ney - Katou notice 


, 1883. 
are at a. ‘ready 
ready nt preacat presen 





‘as possible tn thar original 


Whe: 
to withdraw the plead » 88 great expense pire tr mah myensese A occasioned to 
to ithdrom the plo a great expente and Sr ccnan ere tasaeiel tet eck 


LIST OF ACTIONS FOR TRIAL, 


1 Brooke (G ee ee, v Surman (B White) SJ 
3 Batceie Can Ibert Corey f 7 Carey (Hollingsworth, and A) 
3 Hu v Carey (Hol 
: Stoffel (W thnk} v Billups (Cunliffe, B and D) 
6 Phi (J M Maddox) v Henderson fej S Ward) 
6 Henderson (R J Macarthur) v Heritage (F Heritage and Co) ° 
7 Belt (C O Humphreys and Sons) v Ranken and ors (Lewis and rh 8J : 
° Redmond (Wontner and Sons) v Gamble (Same) 
9 Gregory and Co Combet Foe 8) v The Countess of Perth (W H Smith) 
10 Dobson (W R A Kime) v Wade (Brook and C) § 
11 Monten Jenkins and Co (Newman and Co) v Maddison (Fowler and Co) 
12 Cates (C C Ellis, M and Co) 5 oS a 
12a Dalton (Emmet , Son and 8) v Guardians of 8t Mary Abbots, Kensington (R C 


Green, 
13 Diggins (R Voss) v Crowden and anr (Robinson, Pand 8) SJ 
14 , Son and East (Cattarns, J and H) v Barns (R H Ward 
15 Ay sbury Dairy Co (Lewis and L) v Jagielski (M 8) sJ 
16 Bigland (Foss and L) v O'Reilly and anr (Beyfus and B) 
17 Levison and Wife (C F C Lawes and Co) v Neck and ors (E R Oliver; W F Tilsley) 
18 ine Loo B) v ees ee 7 R) (a: miene ) ad 
19 Knight and Son (Depree, Austen utsum) v Gabriel ton, 
20 Munster (W Brewer) v Lamb (Palmer and > sJ 
(J E 8 King) v a TaylorandT) SJ 
22 People’s Cafe Co ld (G L P Co) v McDougal - arburton and De P) 


23 Ward (E Doyle and Sons) v abbard (F (F Woodhouse) 
24 Johnston (Ho F and D) v Vivian (Iliffe and Go) ® 
25 Bull and anr and Co) v Dod (Beyfus and B 


26 Nokes (W F Nokes) v Alexander (Hindson-Miller ens v) 
27 Steadman (Robinson, P and 8) v Clabon and anr (Lawrance,P and B Herbertand 


K) 8J 
28 Dixen (A G Ditton) v Hester (T H Horwood) 
29 Ver Heyden (Same) v Belt (Kinsey Aand H) SJ 
29a Hencke and anr ( oriaene, Son sad 0) v Hauer sek ore (Raven and On ss 
30 Holden warden) v Mazsed sad sar (WH Crary) Beanwel ond 0 
31 won (B Cotton) v Emmott and anr (Chester and 
Saunders ani and ors (Becken, Send 8; EC Seaman) 


85 Dennis (Walker and 
36 Wright (G Terrell) v Calisher (E 
37 Wilkinson (Noon and C) v Brighten (A G Ditton) 

38 ——) ame) v London, Brighton and South Coast Ry Co (Norton, Rose and 


) SJ 
39 yo ep On y Wines (C St John Roche) Same (2nd action) (Same) v 
40 Evens (@ 8 and H Brandon) v Alexander (E 

Elmhirst and Co) v Goode (Nash and F) 8. 


2 Musgrave (JJ Ghs mee ¥ Suacaus anh Iieeiioer RG Chi sy 
43 Broad (W F Brooks) v Deyn. = io Morante 1d (Nemsmty 8H ad Co) 
atthews an: Ly y Dawes ann oss H J Haynes) 
it Co (E Andrew) v Webster iS eritage and 
teen Sad Cea Os, i Cs urst, M, C and Co) v Gielgud (Wilkina, B 
48 Seudy @ Turner) v Dutfield (E Moore) SJ 
(To be continued.) 





ACTIONS WITHOUT JURIES. 


Including those Transferred from the Chancery Division by Order of 
19th September, 1883. 
One or more Judges will sit for the trial of these actions on days to be named, of 
which due notice will be given. 
586 Norman (In person) v Bolt and anr (Boyce and R) Before Hawkins, J 
687 Stanford (Robinson, P and 8) v Horsham Local Board (Field, Roscoe and Co) 
588 Aston (Newman and Co) v Pure Beverage Company, limd, “~ ors me i 


589 Hilton (Clarke, W and R) v Bolton Corporation (C E Abbott) 
590 Gregson v Same (Same) 
591 Robson (Same) v Same (Same) 
es Se ame game 
Same) 
694 Orrell (Same) v Same (Same) 
595 Hartopp pe ¥ Thee (R de Quincy Child) 
596 Naylor (C W Stevens) v Surrey Commercial Dock Co (W and J Gibson) 
697 Gollings (Roscoe, H and 8) v Banting (Wright, B and W) 
sn pone v Towns (T W Rossiter) 
person) v Mulkern (J P Poncione) 
St Katherine Docks Co (W M Hacon) v Bidder and ors (Gedge, K 


601 Simmon a ond 5 E) v Carter, Paterson, and Co (Duffield and 

602 The LB and SC Ry Co (Norton, Rose, and Co) v H (Champion, Rand P) 

ou Fesher Pr 1, Son, and G) v M and ors and Co} 

604 Fuller ( ir die tnditoas 

605 Burnett (Linklater and Co) v Tate ( Johnson) 

606 Comité des Assureurs Maritimes Wins Bee and’ Coe tae 8) v Standard Bank of 
British South Africa and ors ge, Tamplin, Taylor, and Co; 


508 Lakey 

= ee 

600 London 
Oe 


Holl Son, and yi wong 
607 Kim on (Hooks and v Crispe (W 
Attorney-General 

Robina, and Co) 
610 Sobmaiom Swann and Co) v Pillans (Crump and Son) 
611 Wethered ( v Thompson (W F + 

Bristows, and Taney Am 
=— for 
ins) 

614 Allin (Boyce and R) v Chandler (Hindson, M and ¥) 
615 Governor and Co of the New River (Thompson and D) v Northern London Estate 

Co, limd (Emmet, Son, and 8) 
616 Robinson and anr (Robinson, Son, and 8) v Beavis (J ney 
619 Abbot and anr (A Kimber and Co) v Smith and anr (Ashurst, M and Co) 
620 Stuart (F T Rushton) v Stuart (Davidson and M) 
= ——— B Draper) v Johns and ors (W F Nea my | 
R Smith and W) v Clinton and anr (M T Hodding) 
oss Bi 


Rogers) 

608 Halp Ne aa tel ¢ Leal ant on (2 Bt Fen; Wak 

Bratows, and) Cc) 
609 The (Gedge, K and Co) v The Mayor, &c, of Bristol (Warry, 

allance 

612 Needham and anr {eae and P) v Johnson and Co 
613 a a ten -General (Gedge and Co) v Board of 

(TM 
617 Wilson and ors (Ridsdale and Son) v ery (Munton and M) 
618 Tingey (Wills and W) v Phonix Portland Ccmnat Co, 1a (nC may 

e (ET onan v Ffolliott (In 

6M Starr i) hten and P) v Ha! (Bhopheard and Sons) Lopes, J 
625 Delhi and London Bank, limd (Lyne and H) bare Showers (J S Ward) 
626 Brookes (H M Pike) v Dobbs ( ) 
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CREDITORS’ CLAIMS 


CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
LAST DAY OF PROOF. 
Axzp, ae Lisle st, Leicester sq, Dealer in Works of Art, Feb 1. Aked v Steffins, 
Fry, J. 3mith, Norfolk st, Strand 
Brax, Tuomas Joszrxu, Penge rd, ne wpa Licensed Victualler. Feb 1. Hurford v 
~ 3. Taylor, Furnival’s 
bay Be ee terr, Bristol, Haulier, Jan 25. Wicks v Wicks, Bacon, V.C. 


Wottoms, Tomas WaRinG, Tottenham court rd, Surgical Instrument Maker. Jan 51. 
Wolloms v Wilton, Kay, a Ivimey, Staple i inn 
[Gasette, Dec. 29.] 





CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP, 35. 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 
Aprpizsy, Francis Roxzsy, Sheffield, York, Gent. Feb 20. Bramley, Sheffield 
Berri, Lypr ExizaBerTH, Meine, y. Jan 31. Fielder and Sumner, 


st, ’ Commons 
Brows, Sornia, Oare, nr Faversham, Kent. Feb1. Johnson, Faversham 
Ctarror, Fraxcis, Burneston, York, Farmer. Jan 24. Fryer, West Hartlepool 
Currrorp, Sir WILiram JouN rons Ryde, Rear Admiral in Royal Navy. Mar 1. 
Currey and Co, Great George st, Westminster 
Duan, James, Altrincham, Chester, Seed Merchant. Jan31. Earle and Co, Man- 


Faraxcis, Decrma, West Hill, Putney Heath. Feb 28. Parkes, 


Victoria st 
HiecixsorHaM, JOuN, Southport, Lancaster, Licensed Vict 
Manchester 


er. ¥eb 21. Walley, 
Homrzax, Jouw Ricuarps, Penllyn Castle, Glamorgan, Esq. Jan 20. Williams, 
Horst, Rozzzt, Ramsbottom, Lancaster, Iron and Steel Converter. Jan 27. Grundy, 


Horror, a Soulby, Westmorland, Gent. Jan 24. Little and Lamonby, Penrith 

Hyp, Jauzs, Kingston upon Hull, Gent. Jan19, Walker and Spink, Hull 

Jorzs, Davin, , Glamorgan, Gent. Jan 20. Williams, Cardiff 

LasGuer, CATHERINE Rosson, Charlotte st, Bedford sq. Jan 31, 
Greetham, Bedf 


~ oe pl Matthews and 
LaveGtey, a, paaed st, Bedford sq, Solicitor. Jan 31. 


Matthews and 
Lezmasz, Gzorex, 2 York, Esq. Feb 22. Watson and Dendy, Newcastle 


upon 
lent mite - Gzozex Hzrey, Earl of Lonsdale, Carlton House terrace. Feb 28. Ellis 
pring 
Prrexsex, Farepsrixe Lovisr Maruipz, Uelzen, German 
Summer, Godliman st, Doctors’ Commons 4 ee ee 
A neeraagg homed Aswyz, Finchley rd, St John’s Wood. Jan 31. 


Hi 
Porxtze, Roszrt, Weston super , Retired © eS 


oastguardsman. Jan 3. Stock, 


Weston su’ 
Ripswoop, Joux, West Lydford, Somerset, Yeoman. Feb2. Russ, Castle Carey 
Rrisx, Marr, Hamilton st, Camden Town. Feb1. Spencer and Go, Great James st, 


row 
Semenaees, Wi11amM Suzppzx, Lioyd’s, Gent. Jan 31. Lyne and Holman, Great 
euauen Rozz, Swinbrook, Oxford, Farmer. Feb 19. Brown, B 

Surruz, Rev. Hzewryr RALrx, Brewood, Stafford, Clerk. Mar 31. Puens rosele. 
Taz, — Hitzzetr, Duke st, St James's, Gent. Jan 21. Child, Cursitor st, Chan- 


cery 
Tompson, James, Newcastle upon Tyne, Insurance Broker. Jan 30, Watson and 


ly New upon Tyne 
Baus, Writ, Nottingham, Gent. Mar 1. Wells and Hind, woniaunens scaunenie 
Seumeh, damaer Wereeat ing, Cake a nen 31. 
Downs, g Ley Bore kK K sa Gent. Feb 10. Sankeys and Co, Canterbury 
Guaxonz, Davi, East Stonehouse, Devon, Retired Sack Collestor, Feb 1. Weekes, 


PI 
Lewis, Joux, Newport, Monmouth, Innk Feb 21. Vaughan, Newport 
rar ae Weston super Mare, ired Coast quetlemen. Jan 3. 


Roopers and 


Stock, 


Surrz, Canorinz, Westerham, Kent. Feb. Fisher, Essex st, Strand 
Suzate, Hever, Farmer. April2. Atter, Stamford 
ae, Ropert Barren, WwW pl, © » Flour Factor. Jan 20, Gole, 


[ Gazette, Dec, 29.5 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS, 


Jonus.—Dec. 25, 


pig een Ts 


at 54, Bayston-rady ‘Stoke Newington, N., the wife of Thos. 
of « daughter. 


—> 

MarGERison.—Dec. 23, at Ilkley, York, the wife of Willism Margerison, 

elicitor, of a daughter. 

ScaLe.—Dec. 27, at Merthyr Tydfil, Glamorgaushire, the wife of Edward Griffith 
Scale, solicitor, of a son. 

TERRELL.—Dec. 26, at 38, Auriol-road, West Kensington, the wife of Arthar 

A’ Beckett Terrell, of Lincoln’ oe = at-law, of a daughter. 


Stewart—Dvurr.—Jan. 3, at Elgin, Hugh 4 solicitor, to Mary Steinsgy, 
daughter of General W. L. Duff, U.S.A. . 
DEATHS. 

Bosanquet.—Dec. y. at sy et Court, Monmouth, Samuel Richard Bosap. 
quet, Chairman of Quarter Sessions for the County of Moumouth, aged 82. 
Dean. —Sler, 28, at Penang, Straits Settlements, Francis Worge Duke, barriste. 

at-law, aged 49. 








LONDON GAZETTES. 
Bankrupts 


Faivay, Jan, 5, 1883. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in the Country. 
suey, im Pee, East Grinstead, Butcher. Pet Jan 2. "Taeone. Tunbridge Wells, Jan 


Brooke, a a Bradley, Huddersfield, Builder. Pet Dec 30. Jones. Huddersfieli, 
by a, Manchester, Tobacconist. Pet Jan 2. Lister. Manchester, 
Green, Wil William, Ely, Cambridge, Farmer. Pet Jan 1, Eaden. Cambridge, Jan 16x 
PR iil Huddersfield, Jeweller. Pet Jan3. Jones. Huddersfield, Jan 18 at ii 
— ta, Jan 2 Sore Manchester, Pianoforte Dealer. Pet Jan 3, Lister. Man 
— hard Rogers, Liverpool, Builder. Pet Jan 3. Cooper. Liverpool, Jan it 


Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must 7 their proof of debts to the Registrar. 
‘o Surrender in London, 
"panen, Jan, 9, 1883. 


Gaze, Ernest H , Stafford rd, Kilburn, Frilling Manufacturer. Pet Jan 4) 
Brougham. Jan 23 at 12 

as + Charles, Malvern terr, Clapton, Estate Agent. Pet Jan 3, Brougham, 
an 23 at 


To Surrender in the Country. 
Dachennan, Henry, Leeds, Provision Dealer. Pet Jan 6. Marshall. Leeds, Jani 


Horton, Richard, Liverpool, Builder. Pet Jan 5. Bellringer. <a oy Jan 22 = 
Roberts, John Cookman, Bury St Edmunds, Music Seller. Pet Jan 
8t Edmunds, Jan 26 at 12 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Frrpay, Jan. 5, 1883. 
Corbitt, John, May Bank, West Malvern, Hereford, out of business. Jan 2 
Harries, Thomas, Carmarth en, Jan 2 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Frrpay, Jan. 6, 1883, 


Aberson, Frederick Alexandra Anna, Bristol, Produce Broker. Jan 12 at 11.30 at offie 


of Lane, Guildhall, Bristol 

stm, Gecree, Birmingham, Grocer. Jan 17 at 3 at office of Sargent, Bennett’s hil, 
Birming’ 

Adcock, William Henry, Nottingham, Cabinet Maker. Jan 22 at 3 at office of Stroui, 
Low pavement, Nottingham 

Aldridge, John, g st East, Hammersmith, Watchmaker. Jan 23 at 3 at Grecias 
chbrs, Devereux ct, Temple. Haynes Hammersmith rd 


Anderson, James, Leicester, Boot Manufacturers. Jan 15 at 3.30 at office of Wright 
Belvoir st, Leicester 
= Samuel Spencer, Stoke upon Trent, out of business, Jan 19 at 2 at office of Sword, 
eapside 
Spb, Oldham, Coal Dealer. Jan 22 at 3 at office of Watson, Church lan 
Bowen, Alteed James, Bristol, Japanner. Jan 22 at 2 at office of Hobbs, Clare % 
s 
Bowen, William, Bilston, Stafford, Grocer. Jan 16 at 12 at office of Whitehouse, Cast 
st, Dudl 
Breton, W William Samuel, East st, Walworth, Confectioner. Jan 12 at 2 at office of Coge 
well, Argyll st, Regent st 
Briggs, Haley, Thornton, nr Bradford, out of business, Jan 18 at3 at 12, Piccadilly, 
Bradford. Berry and Co, Bradford 
Brown, Aaron, Kempsey, Worcester, Innkeeper, Jan 19 at 11 at office of Allen and 
Sansome pl, Worcester 
Brown, Charles, Mardel, Shrewsbury, out of business, Jan 17 at 11 at office of Mortis, 
Swan hill, Shrewsbury 
Burton, Alfred Thomas, Seven Sisters’ rd, Holloway, House Furnisher. Jan 17 ab 3 
at Masons’ Hall Tavern, Basinghall st. Kisbey, Chea 
Calis, Hannah Hammond, and Charles Edward Cae nerves, Anchor Renn Jan 
19 at 3 at office of Gibson, South John st, Live 1. ‘Hore and Co, Liverpool 
Cleverly Jc John, Warwick, Innxeeper. Jan 23 at 11 at office of Boddington, High % 
ens Hichar, Whitstable, Grocer. Jan 23 at 11 at office of Gibson, West % 
Sittingbourne 
Davies, John, Liver 1, Licensed Victualler, Jan 18 at 3 at 66, Brownlow hill, Live 
pool. Fretson, L ae 
Devine, Jobn, Rhyl, Flint, Estate Agent. Jan 22 at lat office of Roylance, Essex % 
> perth Sein a Ferry, Glamorgan, Coal Vendor. Jan 18 at 11 at office # 
Dav: ma e 
ho, Frederick mens ee rd, Egg Merchant. Jan 19 at 11,90 ab offices 
arnley Lencester, Tea Dealer. Jan 10 at 3 at Mitre Hole, 
gson, Burole 
rniture Dealer. Jen 19 at 11,06 office of Bailhache, Trele 
wrens. ? john oan Tondu, Glamorgan, Draper, Jan 19 at 2 at 146, Cheapside. 
Nicholls and Grant, Coleman st 
Franks, William Astell, Charlton Kings, Gloucester, Colonel in Indian Army. Jan 2 


at 11 at of Gabb, Kasex pl, Cheltenham 
Gs, John, Belgrave, Lei iveuter, Boot Manufacturer, Jan 17 at 12 at office of Harvey, 


ttast India tia rd, Limehouse, Auctioneer, Jan 20 at 2 at oftice of 
orkman’s Hall, Stratford 


Gisling, Work 
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Goldschmidt, Gustav, 


pk, § Stoke Rewtegitne Warehouseman. Jan 26 at3 at 
office of Goldberg an nd tangoon, 


hey" Edmonds, Mgnftolk, Sho Shoe Dealer. Jan 18 at 12.30 at Traders’ 
Gooch, William, Bury Kent, N 
ci r, Shoemaker. Jan 18 at 11 at Royal Hotel, Crewe. 
ce, tm, W ‘arwick, ‘idl Jan 20 at 11 at office of Boddington, High st, 
nao, Allen Allen, ee York, Cabinet Maker. Jan 19 at 11 at office of Booth, Barstow 


ait W William, arrick sy offield, “Tea and Coffee Merchant. Jan 17 at 3 at offices of Binney, 
Bank effield 
mama Richard, Eccleshill, near Bradford, York, Stuff Manufacturer. Jan 
ig at 16.at offices of Killick and Co, Commercial Bank bldgs, Bradford 
Francis William, Tunbridge Wells, Kent, Tobacconist. Jan 19 at 2 at office 
of Pearless and Beeching, Tunbridge W ells 
Ha’ Richard, and Thomas Hanesworth, Old Ford rd, Grocers. Jan 19 at 12 at 
Masons hall Tavern, Masons’ avenue, Basin hall + Fulcher, Hoxton 
Haynes, Jane, and William B e Haynes, ne, Cheesemongers. Jan 15 at 3 
? Hall Tavern, Masons’ avenue. Fowler As Co, Borough High st, Southwark 
Heaib, William, accra Chester, Baker. Jan 17 at 10.15 at offices of Ashmall, 
nde, Biot Bax Baxter, Boston, Lincoln, Commercial Traveller. Jan 17 at 10 at Eagle 


est Boston 
oni wrest Keelby. L Lincoln, Farmer, Jan 15 at 11 at eee d of Grange and Wintring 
St *s chmbrs., West St Mary’s gate, Great Grims' ey 
i Charles, Worcester, Wheelwright. Jan 19 at 4 at offices of Stallard and Son, 
t st, Worcester 
Horton, James, Thomas Horton, and Andrew Horton, Horsforth, York, Market Garden- 
ers. Jan 17 at 3 at office of Watson, Great George st, Leeds 
Janine, Wwe am, > aaa Lincoln, Butcher. Jan 18 at 12 at Red Lion Hotel, Epworth. 


im hn dy hndreW, cranny, . Beerhouse Keeper. Jan 20 at 11 at office of Fewings, Queen st, 
fxeter. Hartno xeter 
Joes, Llewellyn, Hope, Flint, Farmer. Jan 19 at 11 at office of Boydell and Co, Pepper 


st, Uhester 
te seo ate Beerhouse Keeper. Jan 16 at 11 at office of Stokes and 
ory si le 
John, and Jose 4 Kirkham, Stockport, Hay Dealers. Jan 24at 2 at Falstaff 
xian, John, 1, Manchester. Tremewen, Manchester 
seo, Jan 18 at 11 at office of Hindle, Bolton rd, 
Over Darwen 
lon Arnold Edwin, Oxford, Accountant. Jan 23 at 11.30 at 54, Corn Market st, 
Oxford. Mallam, Oxford 
Long, William, New Cross rd, Grocer. Jan 22at2 at Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. 
Carter and Bell, Eastchea: mw 
ge 7 ler Lyne, Grocer. Jan 17 at3 at office of Stevenson, Brazen- 
note st, Manchester 
Meeking, Eliza, Derby, Licensed Victualler. Jan 19 at 3 at office of Briggs, Amen alley, 


Nathan, paiip. Joseph, St Mary Axe, Tobacconist. Jan 22 at 2 at office of Jennings, 
Nichols, Sarah, Birmingham, Florist. Jan 19 at 3 at office of Fallows, Cherry st, Bir- 
Arthur, Aylsham, Norfolk, Harness Maker. Jan 22 at 2 at office of Gidney, 
Charles, Willow st, Bermondsey, Licensed Victualler. Jan 23 at 3 at office of 

Ashdown, Gresham st. Voi, Lombard st 
Nicholls, Richard, Bristol, Dairyman, Jan 16; at 2 at office of Clifton and Carter, Broad 
. Josiah John, Old Change, Boot and Shoe Maker. Jan 18 oa 3 at office 


March, Gresham buildin . Basinghall st. Bennett, Gresham buildin; 
Oni, Charles Englehardt, ong lane, West Smithfield, Merchant. , 19 at 3 
Leadenhall avenue, 


ullen’ gar , Lronmonger lane. Hare, Metal Exchange bldgs, Lead 
Parkinson, Daniel eng Ber saree Licensed Victualler. Jan 18 at 3 at office of 


ver Darwen, Plumber. 


urc 


Radcliffe, Clayton st, B 
haem. Wi a » Howard rd, South Hornsey, Frame Maker. Jan 15 at 12 at office 
0, cras 
Net, Gare, Lttodoan, Gloucester, Collier. Jan 18 at 3 at George Hotel, Littledean, 
David ¥ Walter, preies st., shen ag market, Baker. Jan 17 at 3 at office of 
Southampton bl hancery lane 


ngston on "an Thames, as Builder, Jan 22 at3 at Leopold Coffee 
= Wiliam Paul es ingaion ind 5 sy vant Dulwich, Grocer. Jan 31 at 11.30 at office of 


. a, Chie Euston ah Pancras, Dairyman. Jan 22 at 2 at officeof Wright, 
ee ee cos and Joseph Reens, Tenter st, South Goodmans Fields, 
in Bulbs and Roots. Jan 25 at 2 at 84, Fenchurch st. Jennings, 


st 
Sent, George, Leicester, Boot Maker. Jan 15 at 4 at office of Wright, Belvoir st, 


tow, Wiliam, junr., Goldhawk rd, Shepherds Bush, Furniture Dealer. Jan 25 at 3 
mee ‘Andrews and Mason, Ironmonger lane. Lickfold, Elgin rd, St Peter’s 


and James Spink, Walsall, Stafford, Boot Makers. Jan 16 at 12 at 
ea New st, Birmingham. Wilkinson a and Co, Walsall 
w, Glamorgan, Grocer, Jan 18 at 12 at office of Morgan, Mill st, 


Eliza Agnes, Maidstone, Kent, Milliner. Jan 20 at 12 at office of Drake 
Sohn Oh Bridge st, Ludgate circus. Norton, Town ling 
Bireet, J zen, Oldham, Lancaster, Farmer. Jan 17 at 3 at office of Watson, Church 


tune, Thomas, Bruford, York, Licensed Victualler. Jan 19 at 11 at office of 


Sutherland, ' Potente jun, and Bryce McAlister Bannatyne, Liv: l, Ship Owners. Feb 
8 1 at 2.30 at office of Harmood and Co, North Joha street. Radoliffe and Co, Liver. 


een John, , Barastaple, Dealer in Boots, Jan 19 at 12 at office of Thorne, 


Chane ouse bl Soomet rt, Mi Director of a Public Com 
rset Cane es eens sa Oe 
tockton on Tees, 


poke, & Geoese Jan 18 at 11 at office of Chilton, Dovecot st, 
Wadsworth, Samuel, Northwich, Chester, Musical Instrument Dealer. Jan 16 at 11 at 
of New pee arey st. Green and Dixon, Northwich 

» Sami wilder, Jan 18 at 2 at office of Pullan, Albion street, 


Sompulanegioanl » Lambeth, Grocer. Jan 17 at 3 at office of Levy, 
rer — Haberdasher, Jan 16 at 2 at office of Sharp, Colemore 


REG 


i 


i 


ee 


i 


ha agai ee 
a Oundall, nr al, nF Boroughbridge, York, Farmer. Jan 22 at 2 at Golden 
“uae pemintord, Worcester, Innkeeper. Jan 16 at 11 at office of 


Wiliam f mony, Kington upon hry Picture Frame any Jan 16 at 11 at 
st. Leak and Co, Kingston upon H 


ig 


ay 


Lingdale-in-Cleveland, York, out of business, Jan 15 at 11 at office 
Albert rd, Middlesborough 
. = ‘uddersfield, Yarn Spiner. Jan 15 at 3 at office of Ramsden 
and Co, Wi uddersfield 
= Raphael Isaac, Kentish Town rd, Merchant Tailor. Jan 18 at 11 at office 
Wells, Southampton bidgs, Chancery lane 
TvrspaY, Jan. 9, 1883. 
Abrahams, Alexander Abraham, hg = meg, Watchmaker. Jan 23 at 3 at Royal Oak 
Hotel, Queen st, Portsea. King, P 
Adams, George William, Chrisp ot Poplar, Boot Manufacturer. Jan 16 at 12 at offices 
of Coombes and Temple, Chiswe' 
Alcock, Samuel, Penkhull, near Stoke-upon-Trent, Stafford, Painter. Jan 22 at2at 


Winter, Alexander, 
ackson and J ac 


offices of Bishop and T pham, Bank chmbrs, 
William, the Hale, Benen.” Jan 19 at 3 at the offices of Duffield and 
Bruty, Auction Mart, Tokenb ase 


Barber, William Henry, Worcester, Dyer. Jan 23 at 12 at offices of Corbett, Avenue 

House, the Cross, Worcester 

Batten, iy ~~ > poems Bridgwater, Somerset, China Dealer. Jan 25 at 3 at the Grand 
Hotel, Bristo! 

Beeson, — Henry, Sheffield, Bookkeeper. Jan 18 at 3 at office of Unwin, Queen 
8 effie 
Bigs eee oe io ot Sees ate. Jan 25 at 3 at office of 
~ oh , Chancery lane. Venn and Woodcock, New inn, Strand 

meakaune pag a4 Wolverhampton, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. “—- 19 at 11 at offices 
of Rhodes, Queen st, Wolverhampton 

—-= Alfred Jennings, Bradford, Grocer. Jan 22 at 3 at office of Wright, Kirkgate, 
B 

Brooks, aeeie, Charlbury, Oxford, Draper. Jan 31 at 2 at 54, Corn Market st, Oxford. 
Swearse and Thompson, Oxford 

Broughton, Arthur Walter, Batley, Surgeon. Jan 23 at 10.30 at office of Ridgway and 
Ridgway, Wellington st, Batley 

Om Cowper, Darlington, Deaper. Jan 24 at 11.30 at Trevelyan Hotel, Grange rd, Dar- 

lington 
On erlanall William John, Llanelly, Seedsman. Jan 26 at 11 at office of Howell, Stepney 
anelly 
mg bh =p jun, Brighton, Grocer. Jan 22 at 12 at office of Pollard, Prince Albert 

st, Bri, 

Cocker, Tae, Over Darwen, Beerseller. Jan 22 at 11 at office of Broadbent, Bank chbrs, 
Church st, Over Darwen 

Collinson, Charles, Nottingham, Painter. Jan 24 at 3 at office of Fraser, St Johns chbrs, 
Bridlesmith gate, Nottingham 

Connor, Joseph, Fenchurch st, Provision Merchant. Feb 2 at 12 at office of Hill, Mincing 

Delakovski, Marks, Mapchasten, Waterproof Garment Maker. Jan 24 at 11 at office of 
Eltoft, King st, Mancheste 

a hg William, iiliam, Strood, Tobacconist. Jan 22 at 11.30 at office of Norman, High 
st, 

weewed 5 James, Gorton, ur Manchester, Builder. Jan 19 at 11 at office of Lawson, 
Mount st, "Manchester 

Findlay, John, Rood lane, Merchant. Jan 24 at 3 at office of Cooper and Co, George st, 
Mansion House. Hollams and Co, Mincing lane 

Fisher, Christian He: . Gracushents eh, Saetaat: Jan 25 at 2 at office of Henderson, 


herve, Lag = oorgate st. Herbert and Kent, Gracechurch st 
= a cet Cumberland, Fruit Dealer. Jan 30 at 11 at office of Collin, 
Frankin, Be Camomile st, Clothier. Jan 22 at 3 at office of Barnett, Palmer- 


ston bldgs, ecyhan, Ca 
Gibson, William, Long Leicester, Miller. Jan 24 at 3.30 at office of Turner, 
St Peter’s Rate, Nottingham 
Griffiths, Thomas, Rhyl, Flint, Baker. Jan 23 at 12 at Blossoms Hotel, Foregate st, 
Chester. Roberts, Rhyl 


= Francis, Millom, Cumberland, Plumber, &c. Jan 24 at 3 at offices of Hall, 

om 

Harding, Samuel Salter, York rd, canbe Licensed Victualler. Jan 23 at 11 at office 
of Cherry, Gt James st, Bedford ro 

Harris, Thomas, St Tudy, Gueuell, Farmer. Jan 19 at 12 at office of Jenkins, the 
Square, =. 

rge Mars, Liverpoo ols Licensed Victualler. Jan 19 at 2.30 atoffice of 

une beeen chbrs, Dale st, L st, 


Liverpool 
Caleb, Leith terr, Kilburn, Wire Merchant. Jan 25 at 3 at office of Cooper and 
coln’s inn fields 
Higgs, William pees hen st, Stepney, House Decorator. Jan 19 at 2 at office 
of Newson, South sq, G@ 


Hopkins, Samuel Wood, aeipian, o-- Jan 23 at 3 atoffice of Wynne and 
Laurence Pountney hill, Cannon st. 
Horton, Richard, E 


ante, ea 'ivenpech Melee te Jan 25 at 2 at office of Parkinson and 

Co, Dale st, Liverpool 
House, raesagg Bas he nee pas Ae Soho, Cheesemonger. Jan 23 at 2 at office of 
wens, Gone Poole, yy Dailder. Jan 19 atl at office of Trevanion, New st, 


Poole 
Hunter, Usworth, Lenmar yg Owner. Jan 18 at 1 at office of Hoyle and 
Co, Bindon dgs, Westgate : Nao betes 


Hunter, Watson. Stiddlosboroagh, York, Merchant. Jan 19 at 3 at office of Lewis, 
Zetland rd, Middles dlesboroug’ 
—— a Wek. hoe Surrey, Butcher. Jan 18 at 11 at Bush Hotel, Farnham. 
Knight 
Jowett, John, Heckmondwike, York, Shoddy Merchant. Jan 23 at 3 at office of Scho- 


field and lor, ley 

Lamont, A: bald, Silver st, Bonnet Ornament Maker. Jan 25 at 13 at office of 
Guillaume, Salisbury sq, Fleet st 

ey Brisiol, Baker, 2 Jan 18 at3 atoffice of Tricks and Co, Wellington 
ch bridge st, Bristol. Clifton and Carter, 

timiopp, Preston ‘Van 23 at 11 0616, Winckley at, Preston. 


Lindegreen, Archibald, Provision Merchant. Jan 31 at 13 at office’ 
tities cad Ge od Fane ai » 

—* Pe ae Hurst, Kent, Farmer, Jan 23 at 3 at office of Halleté and Co, 

lash, Jemm, wenpnedll queivan, Basctatar et Law. Jan 25 at 3 at Inns of Court Hotel, 

MaDonald, Grant, Dove crt, Old Jewry, Boot Maker. Jan 19 at 3 at office of Cook, 

——, White Horse st, Commercial rd, Barge Owner. Jan 25 at 3 at office’ 

of ng Gt James bg sme “~ 


Marshall laeuten, 
Hotel, Haymarket, Leicester, 


Thomas, Loughborough Le Tronmonger. Jan 34 at 13 at George 
pody, Gearme, 3 Newcastle on ‘Tyne, Chemist. Jan 2b oh 30h oflce of Bird, Grey etrenty 
Morfitt, Joseph, Leeds, Clerk. Jan 22 at 11 at office of Dunn and French, East parade, 
M Bs ( , Ne Ww 

oe. Me enry, ee tym oot mony Feb 1 at 3 at Guildhall 
2 rapesereaguman jan 25 at 3 at office of Goodman, North st, 


Ad J 
ee. werthing Auett. jan 25 at 2 at Masons’ Hall, 





Morse, Shur Bawa, Wroug! hton, Wilts, Grocer, Jan 32a 11 office of Boodle, 
ur 
Albion bidgs, New Swindon = 
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Nicholson, bp oo ag Whiteha: , Licensed Victualler. Jan 24 at 2 
at office of Pi ing, Roper st, W ven 
Onions, Abraham, Birmingham, Baker. Jan 23 at 3 at office of Fallows, Ch erry st, 


Oxley, Frederick, ore pk, Seven Sisters’ rd, Builder. Jan 16 at 3 at Crown Tavern, 
Clerkenwell gree 

Parker, William, a md James Greenwood, Langfield, York, Carriers. Jan 20at1l at 
office of Craven, Strand, Todmorden 

a , David, Carmarthen, Draper. Jan 20 at 3 at Mackworth Arms Hotel, Swansea, 


Pitman, Walter, Alexandra rd, New Gouthante, Builder, Jan 24 at 2 at 270, High Hol- 
born, Poncioue, Raymond bldgs, Gray’s 

Poole, William, Delves Bank, uate ar Wednesburs, Stafford, Blacksmith, Jan 22 at 11 at 
offices of Evans, the Bridge, W 

Popplewell, William James, Sianchester, Public Accountant. Jan 30 at 3 at offices of 
Grundy and Co, Princes st, Man chester 

Pritchard, Henry, Woburn sq, Solicitor. Jan 20 at 12 at offices of Schultz, Union ct, 
Old Broad st 

Richardson, Lawrence, Barrow-in-Furness, Lancaster, Cordwainer. Jan 26 at1 at the 
Station Hotel, Carnforth. Poole, Barrow-in-Furness 

Ridler, Robert Thomas, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Grocer. Jan 23 at 12 at 19, Duke st, 
Cardiff. David, Cardiff 

Ring, George Walter Wolverhampton, Stafford, Tobacconist, Jan 22 at 12 at offices 

t Langman, Bilston st, Wolverhampton 

Sakae George Arthur, Ryde, Isle of Wight, China and Glass Dealer. Jan 22 at 2 at 
Inns of Court Hotel. Blake, Ryde 

Robinson, James, Heckmondwike, York, Licensed Victualler. Jan 19 at 3 at office of 
Mitebeson, Union st, Heckmondwike 

Roche, John, Clev: eland st, Fitzroy sq, Wicker Chair Maker. Jan 18 at 2 at the offices 
of Partridge, Great College st, Camden Town. Davis, Arundel st, Strand 

Rogers, William Pearce, Bournemouth, Fish Merchant. Jan 18 at 3.30 at Crown Hotel» 
High st, Southampton. Johns, Ringwood 

Ross, Jobn, Methyt Tydfil, Innkeeper. Jan 18 at 12 at office of Beddoe, Victoria st, 
Merthyr Tydfil 

Sage, James, Bexley Heath, Licensed Victualler. Jan 22 at 2 at office of Russell and 


Co, Old Jewry chbrs 
Jan 22 at 2 at office of Shaftoe, Bland’s 


Savage, William, York, Brush Manufacturer. 
ct, Coney st, York 

Shoebridge, Henry, Eeiney. out of business. Jan 22 at 1 at office of Hogan and Hughes, 
Martin’s lane, Cannon s 

Shotter, Joseph, Sandringham rd, y Haske, Commercial Traveller. Jan 23 at 3 at office 
of bey eke, Clement’s inn, Strand 

Sm Commercial rd, Mile End, Boot Maker. Jan 26 at 3 at office of Mason, 
North on fase, Kido st, Finsbury 

Smith, Freaerick, Southsea, Grocer. Jan 19 at3 at 98, Cheapside. Walker and Wainscot, 

rt 
rd, Shoreditch, Chair Manufacturer. Jan 19 at12 at office of Lloyd, 


ood 8 

Smith, John Robert, Gt Casterton, Rutland, Publican. Jan 22 at 10 at office of Law, St 
Mary’s pl, Stamford 

Smith, Seidl, Darlington, Coal Merchant. Jan 19 at 1lat Station Hotel, Newcastle 
upon Tyne. —— 

Spindier, Georg Birmingham, Ironfounder. Jan 22 at 11 at office of Buller and Co, 
Bennett's hile iteinatene 

Stone, James, High st, Brentford, Leather Seller. Jan 24 at 2 at office of Barron and 
Co, Coleman st. Harris and Godwin, Coleman st 

Summers, Joseph Robinson, Saltburn-by-the-Sea, York, Jeweller. Jan 26 at 3 at office 
of Bainbridge and ena Albert rd, Middlesbo: borough 

Thorne, Frank, Earl’s ct, Leicester sq, Li d Victualler. Jan 19 at 3 at office of 
Wateon, Southampton bidgs, Chancery lane 

Th = Ramsgate, Kent, Toy Dealer. Jan 24 at 1 at Guildhall Tavern. 

wa 

Threlfall, Samuel, Barnsley, York, Boot Dealer. Jan 24 at 3 at office of Rideal, 

Chronicle chirs, Barnsley 








aie, "3 
by ee Charles, Alverstoke, Hants, Butcher. Jan 22 at 3 at office of Blake and Rey, 
rite, G Ro! St Alba’ pa Jan 22 at 11 at Inns of 

eorge ant Tt yng me Court, Ha, 


~ mag orang All Jan 18 at 12 at Salisbury Hotel, Ploy . 


ek William, Borough. Hat Manufacturer. Jan 19 at 4 at office of Parkes and By, 
Wes Te’ outh, De’ Vete 8 n, Jan 20 at 10 at 

of hob Bnew ltr, eign i Term eary Sa we 
Woes. Charles Edward, Felixstowe, Sntolk, Wine Merchant. Jan 23 at 11 at office g 


kaman and page Bilent Ipswich 
Winkworth, James, Sur’ wore Be er Builder. Jan 23 at12 at office of Wilkinson any 
intel Lect Victualler. Jan 24 at 11 at 11 at office 


Howlett, Church hd Ki 
Wright, a 
Marlow and C: 
William, yp bees te be igemss th Hackney, Boot and Shoe Manufacturer. J; 
yet ii’as office of Obileott, St Martin’s lane -— 
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SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 
Arti-Dyspeptic Coeoa or Chocolate P 
Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of the ay "Quality, 
with the excess of fat extracted. 
The Faculty pronounce “. “the most nutritious, per- 
ony digestible hevenge for ast, Li nm, or 
Supper, and invaluable for Invalids and Children.” 
Highly commended by the entire Medical Press. 
Being without eugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits 
all palates, better in all climates, and is fuur times 
the strength of cocoas THICKENED yet WEAKENED with 
starch, &., and IN REALITY CHEAPER than such Mixtures, 
e ins! tantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful 
to a breakfast Oup, costing less than a halfpenny. 
Cocoatrra a La VANILvE is the most delicate, digestible, 
eapest Manilla mocciota, and may be taken when 
richer chocolate is pro! 


hibited. 
In tin packets at 1s 6,38, 5s. 6d., &c., by Chemists 


and Grocers. 
Charities the CO 'erms by the Sole Proprietors, 
i. |. SCHWEITZE co _10,. Adam-street, t, London, W. Cc. 


EfTs’ INTEREST TIME TABLES is 

the only book whieh shows at a glance the exact 

number of days between any two in any part of the year. 
Bursia, 184., , calf, lés., cloth, 10s. 


\ YLIE’S DIVIDEND and INVEST- 
MENT TABLES, showing the returns yielded 
by stock from £120 to £1, ab 425 rates, from 4to6 per cent., 
and other important tables. Cloth, 5s. A valuable book 
for investors. 
eat eee) London Pose) ee C. 


ready, 8V0, 358 pp., 12s. 
NJUBLES. uf the SPINE end SPINAL 
oe Mh een and 


CORD without ap 
urgieal and Medico-Legal As- 











Nervous in their Sur 
pects. By HE BERT WM. VAGE, Sesgeente Ga nore 
Hospital. 

Chap. 1 Concussion of the Spinal Cord. 

« 2 Concussion of Spine. 

0 & ef Common Spinal Injuries of Railway 


Collisions 
- 4 & 5, Shock to the Nervous System. 
eurcmimetic 


See * 


Goel far 


. ‘4. Cause SELL, ll, New Burlington-strest. 


Disorders. 





ESTABLISHED 1825, 


HEWETSON, THEXTON, & PEART, 


MANUFACTURERS AND HOUSE FURNISHERS, 


200, 203, and 204, TOTTENHAM COURT ROAD, W. 
Estimates and Desi submitted free for entirely Fur- 

nishing Residences, C bers, Offices, &c. 

—PAINTING, DECORATING, & HOUSE REPAIBS.— 


Carved Oak Furniture, Reproductions from Ancient 
Bedroom Faraicare, including Bedstead and 


Bedding, f £7 108 
TEL HIRTY ikuaw'su ‘SHOW ROOMS, 


HEWETSON, THEXTON, & PEART, 


, and 204, Tottenham Court-road, London, W. 
N.B.—Household Furniture Warehoused or Removed 
on reasonable = 





ublished, 8vo, 
Aw. PRACTICE, and PROCEDURE in 
DIVORCE and other MATRIMONIAL CAUSES. 
a Pots JOHN DIXON, B.A., LL.M, (Cantab), Barrister- 
at-Law. 
Resves & Turner, Law Porno, 100, Chancery-lane, 
London, W.C 





‘THE Law ALMANACK for 1888 contains 
New Stamp Duties and all Legal Changes to 


present time. 
Printed and Published by 
Tnomas ——-— en ya Holborn. 


EWTON’S PATENT | LAW and PRAC- 

TICE.—Enlarged | sagen Defining Patentable 

and Non-patentable Invention and the nature of i. 

fications and Claims; showing the mode of obtaining and 

opposin Grants, Disclaimers, Confirmations, and Exten- 
sions Patents, and giving all information necesea 
to enable @ Bolfeitor to advise his Clients. By A. 


WTON. 
RB, E. Webster, Bsq,,Q,0. 
Ludgate-bill, 





“Tt is a most useful 
London: TRUBNER & CO., 67 and 69, 


Oe. 
Nawsox & Som, the Office for Patents, 60, Chancery-lane, 





EDE AND SON, 
ROBE + (yh « MAKEM 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of 
Judicial Bench, Corporation of London &«, 
SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL'S DITTO, 
CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY COMM, 
ESTABLISHED 1689, 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON — 


Sales for the Year 1883, 


ESSRS. DEBEN HAM, TEWSOS, 
FARMER, & BRIDGEWATER beg to 

that their SALES "of LANDED STATIS pot 4 
own, Suburban, and Comme Houses, Business Premises, 
Building Land, Ground- , Advowsons, Reversion, 
Stocks, Shares, and other "Propertien, will be held held sf the 
Auction Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, near the Bank of Eng 
land, in the City of London, as follows:— 
Tuesday, Jan. 23 | Tuesday, May1 | Tuesday, July 
Tnesday, Feb. 6 ‘Tuesday, , May . Tuesday, July 3 
Tuesday, Feb. 20 | Tuesday, May 
‘Luesday, Feb, 27 | 'T 2 
1 , Mar, 6 | 





‘Tuesday, Mar. 8 


Tuesday, Mar. 20 
‘Tuesday, ys * April 3 
Tonedey? — ef 


Tuesday, July 
‘Tuesday, April 24 Tuesday, July 


‘Tuesday, June 6 
luesday, June 12 
Tuesd 
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